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“Tur GENERAL ORDERS for regulating the practice 
and procedure of the Admiralty Jurisdiction of the 
County. Courts have just been issued. It will be re- 
membered that a limited Admiralty jurisdiction was 
* gonferred.on county courts by an Act of last session, 31 
& $2 Vict.c. 71. This statute empowered the Queen in 
Council to appoint that any .county court should have 
Admiralty jurisdiction, and to assign a district to such 
county court within which the jurisdiction might be 
exercised. The district so. assigned may consist of any 
part or parts of any one or more district or districts of 
county courts. Admiralty jurisdiction is given—(1) In 
salvage claims, where the value of the property saved 
does not exceed £1,000, or the amount claimed £300; 
(2) in claims for towage, necessaries, or wages, where 
the amount claimed does not exceed £150; (3) claims 
for damage to cargo or for damage by collision, where 
the amount claimed does not exceed £300; (4) in any of 
the before-mentioned cases, without respect to the 
amount of the claim, by written consent of the parties. 
The Act directs that General Orders shall be made by 
the Lord Chancellor, with the advice of the Judge of 
the High Court of Admiralty, for regulating the practice 
‘of the Courts, 

Two Orders have been issued under this Act by the 
Privy Council—on the 9th December and 14th January 
last respectively, by which Admiralty jurisdiction and 
Admiralty districts are given to certain county courts. The 

_, General Ordera just. published regulate the Admiralty prac- 
tice in these courts. These Orders do not give complete 
directions for the whole of the Admiralty practice, but 
they provide that the “ rules, orders, practice, and forms 
in actions in the county courts” are, subject to these 
Orders, to be adopted with reference to Admiralty suits, 
80 far as applicable. A considerable portion of Admi- 
ralty practice will, therefore, be regulated by the Rules 
— which came into force on the Ist of January, 
_ The more important of the Admiralty rules just pub- 
lished are as follows :—The Court may, by permission of 
the judge, sit anywhere within the district. Suits are 
to be commenced by filing a precipe, stating the name, 
address, and description of the plaintiff, and an address 
within three miles of the court-house, for the service of 
documents, &o, On the filing of the precipe the regis- 
trar is to issue a summons, which must be served as re- 
quired by rule 9, An appearance is to be entered by 
filing a precipe similar to that filed on the institution 
of the suit. Vessels or property may be arrested on a 
sufficient statement of facts upon affidavit, in the form 
required by the Orders, which are somewhat minute 
upon this point, At the request of either party the 
evidence of witnesses may be taken down in shorthand, 
The rules then regulate the practice in tho registration 
and enforcement of decrees, transfers of suits, consents, 
executions, transfers of sales, tenders, and some other 
matters, The payment of the assessors, whose appoint- 
ment is required by the statute, ts provided for, and 
there are rules governing the taxation of costs, The 














General Orders conclude with an appendix of forms and 
schedules of fees and costs. 

These rules have been drawn up, as required by the Act, 
by the Lord Chancellor and the Jadge of the High Court 
of Admiralty, and not’ by the county court judges who 
drew up the other county court rules. The consequence 
is, that these rules establish a difference between the 
admiralty and the common’ law and equity procedure 
that is wholly unneceseary, and which can hardly fail 
to ‘cause inconvenience. “For instance, a suit is com- 
menced on the common law side, and, with some ex- 
ceptions, on the équity side of a county court, by plaint 
and summons. Admiralty proceedings are to be com- 
menced by filing ‘a precipe and issuing a summons dif- 
ferent in form from the summons hitherto used. The 
manner in which an Admiralty summons is to be 
served is prescribed by these Admiralty rules, and 
is different from that required by the rules regu- 
lating the service of summonses in other cases, So 
also a formal appearance must be entered by the de- 
fendant in Admiralty proceedings as in an action or 
suit in a superior court of law or court of equity, a 
formality not hitherto required in county courts. Even in 
the provisions relating to the form of affidavits no care 
has been taken that affidavits in Admiralty shall be in 
the same form as those used in equity proceedings. The 
wording of the rules is quite different in the two sets of 
orders. 

These may seem trivial matters in themselves, but 
they necessarily tend to increase the difficulty, or, in other 
words, the expense of county court proceedings. It is 
difficulty to conceive any valid reason for commencing 
proceedings sometimes in one form, sometimes in another, 
as the claim may happen to be under one statute or an- 
other. Still more absurd and reprehensible is the 
carelessness which allows a difference to exist between 
Admiralty and other practice in the manner of serving a 
summons, or in the form in which affidavits are drawn. 





WHETHER THE ARGUMENTS of the judges in their 
celebrated protest against the Electiou Petitions Bill will 
prove to have been entirely without foundation does not 
yet appear quite certain. It is true that the working of 
the new system has been on the whole so satisfactory 
that the alvantages may be taken clearly to outbalance 
the defects, but yet the possible defects ought not te be 
quite lost sight of. especially when it is remembered that 
to keep the possibility of them in view may of itself do 
much to prevent their occurrence. The gist of the 
judges’ objection was that their position and usefulness 
generally would be diminished by the criticism to 
which party feeling would subject them, when they 
came to decide matters on which feeling ran so high. 
It is for the public, but more especially for the press, by 
the tone and manner of their criticism, to prove that 
this objection is not well founded. For the first week or 
two that the judges were engaged in their new work 
the comments of the press were almost universally 
laudatory, and therefore scarcely could be called crit:- 
cism ; but where they were not so, the tone of the re- 
marks made was such that no one could say the respect 
felt for the judges could be lessened by them. Late’y, 
however, this has not been quite the case. The Brad- 
ford cases, involving as they had done the possible sus- 
pension for seven years from parliamentary life of a 
prominent member of the Government, were probably of 
too exciting a nature for the party newspapers te pre- 
serve the same tone with reference to them. Imme- 
diately upon the petition against Mr, Forster being dis- 
missed, the Liberal press broke out into such rapturous 
applause as to show clearly the anxiety under which 
they had been labouring for a day or two previously. 
From the time that the somewhat hasty remarks of 
Baron Martin, early in Mr, Ripley’s case, were reported, 
it was generally known that the case against Mr, Forster 
must, acoording to the views the judge then expressed, 
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at all events come very near being proved, and doubtless 
the exultation upon its failure.was.too great to be re- 
pressed. One newspaper, went. so far as to insinnatc 
that the decision was probably due in great measure, to 
Mr. Forster being a member of the Liberal Government, 
and that therefore the judge’s conduct was the more to 
be applauded. Applause, however, even when in such bad 
taste as this, would not of itself. do much harm. The mis- 
chief is, as Mr. Justice Willes pointed ont at Windsor, with 
reference to applause in court, that if those who approve 
applaud, then those who disapprove must hiss. Ac-° 
cordingly the hissing soon began.. On Tuesday the Stan- 
dard hissed slightly at, Baron Martin’s decisions, but 
more especially at that at Warrington. On Wednesday 
it hissed loudly with reference to those at. Bradford. 
The purport of the latter article was shortly this—As we 
can’t suppose the judge a knave, we must believe him a 
fool. This meaning was of course wrapped in more 
words and supported by more or less pertinent criticisms 
on the judgments, but the result, if a little more politely, 
was not less forcibly, expressed than in our abbreviation 
of it. The more profuse in such a case the protestation 
against being supposed to impute partiality, the greater 
really is the sting of the remarks, for it shows how diffi- 
cult the writer wishes it supposed to be to aecount for the 
result in any other way. Now, if we are to havea re- 
petition of such articles, still more if they fairly re- 
present the opinion of any considerable. portion of the 
public, who can say that the protest of the judges may 
not prove well founded after all? That such a result 
may be avoided, we venture to suggest. that. the friends 
of those who escape, as the phrase is, by the skin of their 
teeth, refrain from too triumphantly. proclaiming the 
purity of their party, lest by provoking their opponents 
they in the end bring diseredit upon the tribunal which 
has absolved them, and upon the victory they have 
gained. 

We pass on now to review the recent decisions so far 
as they tend to elucidate election law. The Wallingford 
petition brought out little that was new; it is, however, 
perhaps, worth remarking that Mr. Justice Blackburn 
stated his opinion.as to “ corrupt” treating in accordance 
with the view we advocated last week, that is that 
treating on the part of an agent for the purpose of gain- 
ing popularity for the cause, or even to remove the im- 
putation of being less liberal than the opposite party, 
would be corrupt withont any further proof of an evil 
mind or intention, and without any object of gaining the 
votes of any particular persons. The result of the 
Warrington petition will probably be instructive to 
the professional agents of candidates. It appears 
to us clearly part of their business to see that there is no 
such general ignorance on the part of their candidate’s sup- 
porters as to what makes a legal tender of a.vote as there 
appears to have been at Warrington, The check clerks 
also, who though they are appointed by the returning 
officer are of course each in the interest of a particular 
candidate, should be instructed in their duties. They 
seem at Warrington to have been as much in fault as 
the poll-clerk. Of course the candidates’ agents cannot 
directly interfere with the poll-clerk, but they can make 
representations to the returning officer, in time to be of 
use instead of waiting till it was too late as at Warring- 
ton. We are not aware exactly what agents the de- 
feated candidate at Warrington had, but if he had asuffi- 
cient number of competent professional advisers who did 
their duty it is very difficult to understand how the re- 
sult can have happened, As regards the judge’s decision, 
it appears to have been inevitable when the facts were 
ascertained, for it is elearly laid down in all the text-books 
that the voter must give his vote orally to the poll clerk, 
and that it is his business to see that he makes himself 
intelligible. 

At Westbury, the member elected has been unseated on 
the gronnd of undue influence being used by an agent ; 
this being we believe the first instance since the passing 


pened. The circumstances of the case were . 
what peculiar,, private feeling rather than no 
appearing to be the principal motive: on the 
agent, Still the decision will be useful, ag 
that where candidates request employers or 
use their influence to'procure them the 
workmen or tenants, the candidates will be 1 
for the manner in which that influence is exercised: ¢ 
further, that, although a master has a right to dis 
his workpeople without any reason, subject, of : 
the terms of the contract between them, yet to 
threaten to use, that right in order to progure 
“to inflict or threaten the infliction of an injury, 
harm, or loss ” within the meaning of the statute. At 
Cheltenham considerable violence appears not only to 
have been used, but to have been actually hired and paiq 
for; but there it was direeted against the candidate ang 
his canvassers and agents rather than against the voters 
and it certainly appears that this is, curiously enongh, 
not within the statute, which is only directed 
intimidating voters. The further case put forward at 
Cheltenham as to the payment of rates for voters by 
agents of the member, certainly appears to have brok 
down, but it is somewhat curious, it being clear 
somebody paid them, if it is really impossible to prove 
who did. It was thought that the new tribunal wonld 
always succeed in clearing up such matters ag this, 

The Dublin case has added little or nothing to ow 
knowledge of election law. It has merely shown that 
bribery of the old fashioned sort, by hands without 
visible owners, and the like, has not yet become Obeo- 
lefe. 

In Scotland, the trial of the first case (Greenock) has 
been commenced, the petitioner, Mr. Christie, being 
enough to conduct his own case, with what success 
yet to be seen. ; 





THE SUBJECT OF CRIMINAL LUNACY very naturally 
possesses great interest for medical men, and we can well 
understand their holding independent views of their own 
on the matter. Yet it does appear surprising that none 
of those who make public their opinions, and they are 
not a few, appear the least capable of comprehending 
the legal aspect of the question. They are never tired 
of exposing with what, from their point of view, are 
unanswerable arguments, the defects.in what they call 
the legal definition of insanity founded on the know- 
ledge of right and wrong; and yet they never appear to 
perceive that it is nota definition of insanity as they 
understand the word at all, and that lawyers utterly 
repudiate the proposition that is the foundation of their 
whole argument—viz., that no insane person ought t be 
punished. 

The law does not say that every person who knows 
right from wrong is free from mental disease, but it does 
say that when such a person does the wrong it is.expe- 
dient to punish him, whether he has mental disease or 
not, That view is an eminently practical one, which, 
we will venture to say, commands the approbation of the 
vast majority of mankind, and of almost all who have 
taken the trouble to reflect upon the considerations 
which justify the infliction of punishment at all. It is 
not for human judges accurately to weigh the amount of 
moral guilt involved in each offence and to apportion 
the punishment accordingly. If they were to endeayour 
to do so, the primary object of punishment, and the only 
thing which justifies its infliction—viz., in the prevention 
of crime—would be lost sight of, To take a simple in- 
stance, the more prevalent a particular crime at any 
particular time, the less is the moral guilt of each of- 
fender, owing to the effect of the example of others, yet 
obviously practical considerations require that the 
punishment inflicted should then be heavier rather than 
lighter than it is at other times. 
fo it is with regard to insanity, The rule of law must 
remain as it is, autil some one suggests what is as 
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likely to prevent the recurrence of offonces as the 
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of those who, when —* commit them, 
stand that the act will subject them to punish- 
¢, In an article in the Lancet of February 6th 
has suggested these remarks, we read that if the 
q -gnd inhumane dictum were stringently carried 
“gk, nine out of ten lunatics in asylums would have to be 
- "gnged in the event of their committing murder. Be- 

‘fering 48 we do thoroughly what the writer tells us in 
‘the preceding sentence, that the practicability and suc- 
ws of the modern humane treatment of the insane are 
‘upon the existence of a knowledge of right and 
ong in most of them, we are entitled to assume that 
jigin some degree owing to their knowledge of the 
wnging thus provided for them by the law that these 
os have not yet committed murder, 
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ovbr FOUR YEARS AGO, as we learn from a para- 
yraph in the Zimes, a man named Harris was convicted 
“gf cutting out the tongue’ of a neighbour’s horse by 
ght, The evidence was solely that of footmarks. The 
igmtence was eighteen months’ imprisonment, which 
“go on the prisoner that he died. Since then his 
*Ganocence has, it is said, been completely established. 
‘Of all evidence habitually adduced before magistrates, 
ist quarter sessions, and at assizes, there is scarcely any so 
@ommon as that of footmarks, and certainly none so 
‘worthless. “I found footmarks,—I compared them with 
the prisoner’s boot ;—-They corresponded exacily.” If 
“the tracks do exactly fit the boots, they are the strongest 
““pyidence that the boots, with probably the prisoner 
“in them, assisted at whatever was done when the 
‘gracks were made. Unless the tracks fit exactly, they are 
‘no evidence at all. Now the value of the above 
statement, as usually received in evidence from the 
“mouth of a rural policeman, or other witness, will be 
“more correctly appreciated if you consider the process 
‘which would be requisite in order to determine that the 
“tracks do fit exactly. A mere eye comparison of the 
“shape of the sole with the edge of the track is clearly 
“mob. enough, because scores of men may wear their 
, into very much the same shapes, especially if 
made by the same maker. Nor is it enough to count 
fie hob nails, because a country cobbler will very likely 
~Yhavé a set pattern and a set number of nails for all boots 
” gf a certain size, The orthodox plan, when the print is 
‘Jet plastic, in wet clay or garden mould for instance, is, 
fe believe, to press the boot down into the print, and 
_ Phen stand aside and see if the fit looks all right. It is 
‘trie that the sole'is the crucial test, and that while 
~ the hoot stands in the print no one can see the sole ; but 
_the plan has this advantage, that the firm pressure in 
"Mie bolt acil produces in the old print a new one, which, 
“@® necessitate, must correspond exactly with the boot. In 
—* cases avery accurate admeasurement with compasses 
would be necessary to test the correspondence of the two, 
@nd in many other cases, from the imperfection of 
‘the print, the test is impracticable. The prisoner's advo- 
_ Sate ought always to examine the witness minutely as to 
ie process by which he satisfied himself that the boot 
‘O0tresponded with the track. A few months ago a case 
occurred in’ which a prisoner, being charged before a 
clerical magistrate, on the evidence of a constable who 
Mepoged in the usual form that the prisoner's boot fitted 
the footmark to a nicety, the worthy clergyman took the 
boot in his own hands and personally compared it with the 
marks, The first thing he did was to look at the nail- 
_ marks, when to his surprise he found that neither in 
number nor pattern did they correspond with the nails in 
boot. The prisoner, of course, was acquitted ; but, 
Unless the magistrate had made this discovery, he would, 
ih all ——— have been committed on this blunder- 
evidence, 


* Tue Ricut HonovraB.e Str W. Bovitt, Lord Chief 
Justice of the Common Pleas, has kindly consented to 
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DELAY IN REPUDIATING SHARES. 
No. M. 

In a former article we considered, as shortly as we 
were able,what delay in repudiating shares will entitle the 
creditors of the company to require that the party shall be 
liable to them, whatever may be his case as between him 
and thecompany. As a convenient way of regarding 
the subject, we put the question in this form—Under 
what circumstances can the ereditors say to him, “ since 
the winding-up your case is not open on the merits, but 
you must pay us first.” In disposing of this topic we 
saw that there was a considerable difference according to 
the nature of the claim to. rescission—i.c., whether the 
contention be—(1) “I admit that I agreed to take shares 
in the company, but I say that my agreement was pro- 
cured by fraud (misrepresentation); or (2) “I admit that 
Tagreed to take shares in a company, but it was a dif- 
ferent company to that in which I have been registered ” 
(variation); or (3) “ I deny that I have agreed to take 
shares in anycompany at all” (¢.g., when the allotment 
was made too late, or accompanied by an unaccepted con- 
dition). We have now to consider the effect of delay 
merely as between the claimant of rescission and the 
company, or, pursuing oar old plan, delay as part of the 
merits of the case. 

As to the last of these classes there is nothing further 
to be said on the score'of delay. The party ought to send 
the company prompt notice that he will treat the allot- 
ment as no allotment, and in the nature of the case the 
slightest act of ownership will be acquiescence. 

As to the misrepresentation cases, it would be im- 
possible to lay down any sharply-defined and strin- 
gent rule as to the quantum of delay which will 
vitiate the claim. Cases have been reported, with deci- 
sions either way, but there is as little use in citing them 
as in citing many of the decisions turning on the con- 
etruction of eccentric wills. Lord Romilly once remarked, 
when numerous citations were made in a case of the 
latter class:—“ It is of no use to cite before me thecon- 
structions the Courts have put on previous nonsense, in 
order to bind my construction of the nonsense in this case, 
unless, indeed, you could show mea decision on the very 
self-same words.” Similarly questions of delay must de- 
pend each‘on their own circumstances. 

Moreover the subject is precisely one of those on which 
the Court, even if a strict line were possible, would be 
very chary of marking it, justly preferring to resecve to 
itself an unfettered discretion. One princi indeed, 
and a very wholesome one, has been laid down unmis 
‘takeably, and that is, that the Courts will not countenance 
any shilly-shallying or playing. fast and loose ia the 
matter. Repudiation must not lag far behind discovery 
If suspicions have been aroused the Court expects that 
the party should forthwith take the trouble of satisfying 
his mind one way or the other. It will not hear of his 
shutting his eyes and afterwards urging that he:had not 
seen anything until, &c., &c, happened (See Lord Cairns 
in ‘Ogilvie v. Currie; 16 W. R. 769). Doubtless many 
persons would like to hold on to their shares as long as 
possible, so as to take the benefit of every chance of the 
concern turning out. well, and repudiate if it became 

hopeless. This, however, is precisely what the Court very 
sternly sets it face against. 

If the person in whose name the shares are registered 
holds on to them after he has discovered that:hissub- 
scription was procured by fraud, or after his suspicions 
that ‘this was so had been aroused, his con@net: has 
amounted to acquiescence, But it is said, and reasonably 
thatthere can be no acquiescence until there has beea 
knowledge, or, at lowest, reasonable ground for inquiry. 
In Stewart's case, L, R. 1 Ch, App. 574, Lord Justice 
Turner said; — “ Acquiescence is founded on knowledge, 
and a man cannot be said to have acquiesced iu 
a transaction if he is not proved to have ‘had kuow- 
ledge of it.” In this view the exercise of) acts 
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impair the claim to rescind on discovering the fraud, for 
such’ act: are the merely natural result of the success 
which attended the deception. It seems, however, to be 
generally thought that the reception of a dividend will 
prevent the shareholder from repudiating the shares, for 
fraud discovered subsequently, This has not been de- 
finitely decided, though Lord Justice Tarner, in Stewart's 
case (ubi sup.), and. Vice-Chancellor. Wood, in the same 


ease, hinted that a dividend “might” estop him.  Viee-. 


Chancellor Malins, in Spartali’s case, 17 L. T. N,.8,.193, 
refused to remove one who had received a dividend, The 
truth is that there is no magic in a dividend, to bind, 
any more than in the payment of acall. Received after 
discovery, it would necessarily show acquiescence, but 
not otherwise. The ouly ground on which the.reception 
of a dividend before knowledge could be held to estop 
the claim would be, not acquiescence at all, but the al- 
tered position of the matter. “If he has done acts to 
embarrass the company and: to affect his fellow-share- 
holders or others who do not stand in the position of di- 
zectors,” said Vice-Chancellor Wood, in Stewart's ‘case, 
“he is bound.’ That. is on account of the well-known 
rule of equity not to rescind a contract unless there can 
be a restitutio in integrum. Buta dividend received is 
‘hardly such an act; its effect is at once annulled by its 
return, and it is merely the converse of a. call 
paid. Similarly, a man niay, before discovery, attempt, 
unsuccessfully, to sell his shares, and will not be 
thereby precluded from repudiating as soon as he 
finds out the frand. This was expressly held in 
Stewart’s case. But if there be any previous reason for 
suspecting that he had already smelt the rat and was 
trying to win on both events, the attempt at a sale 
would be strong corroborative evidence, as it was, in 
fact, treated in Briggs’ case, L. R. 1 Eq. 483. It is de- 
cidedly a circumstance calculated to arouse the suspicion 
of the Court. 

In the simple case of an agreement between two in- 
dividuals, there is much less likelihood of complications 
arising with the lapse of time to render a rescission 
difficult. In Rawlins v. Wickham, 7 W. R. 145,3D. G. 
& J. 304, Rawlins, in consequence of the representations 
made by Wickham and Bailey, joined them in a banking 
partnership. Discovering four years afterwards that 
the condition of the business had been grossly mis-stated 
to him, he filed a bill to have the partnership set aside 
and to be indemnified out of the assets. He got his relief, 
Lord Justice Knight-Bruce affirmiog Vice-Chancellor 
Stuart’s observation that his rights were “the same as 
they were in the first hour after the partnership was 
formed.” With joint-stock companies the case is 
obviously different, and it can hardly be imagined that 
after four years on the register of a joint-stock com- 
pany a member who then, without any previous laches, 
discovered a fraud in the representations which induced 
him to join, would be allowed to repudiate, (We are 
setting aside, of course, the supposition of any influence of 
daches, or of knowledge arising from such a lapse of time.) 
There would be no sequiescence, but the Court would 
probably refose to disturb what had existed so long.. In 
practice such a case is not very likely to arise, as. com- 
panies founded in frand do not usually endure very 


80 far we have been speaking of the simple mis- 
wepresentation cases. It is hardly necessary to add that 
when notice of repudiation has been given to the com- 


pany it must be followed up promptly. In Taite’s case, 
15 W. B. 694, the member gave notice of repudiation, and 
‘was answered that the company would oppose; a month’s 
further delay on his part was held to bind him, But 
when the subsequent delay was attributable to a negocia- 
tion with the company for his removal by the directors, 
the Court did not consider that a delay binding on the 
members: Neill’s cas, . These were causes of varia 
tion, bat the principle gpplics to the mi 


tation 





that the party has had no actual knowl Of. the 
tents of the varying memorandum or articles oa 
ways be—whether he ought not to be treated ag }; a 
knowledge, on the ground that there were circum” 
to put him on inguiry, or that for some other pam. 
was his duty to look at the articles. Prima f cet 
is obviously nothing hard in expecting that 
takes‘shares should take the trouble to e 
jects and constitution of the company, as d 
memorandum or articles, but when the prospectus} 
already told him in express words that the objects, 
company are so and so and no other, it has been « 
sidered that with this express assurance he might 
unreasonably forego further inquiry. So in 
case (ubi sup.) where, six days after Stewart applis 
shares on the faith of the prospectus, a varying 
morandum was registered, Vice-Chancellor . 
and the Lords Justices held that he was not bot 
examine it. Some five months after his ' 
Stock Exchange refused the company a settl 
the ground of a small variation as to the cop 
borrowing powers—a point wholly distinct from the: 
tion on which Stewart afterwards relied, and 
himself attended a meeting called in order to resging: 
memorandum on that point. This also was held; 
give him notice of the general contents of the arti 
and Vice-Chancellor Wood considered that the bring 
forward of this small point only, was rather caleulag 
put him off any furtherinquiry, But in Hingston 
15 W. R. 896, a case arising out of the same comp 
where Hingston, on hearing that the settling-day had! 
refused, wrote to the secretary of. the company, and wy 
answered that the highest legal opinion had —* 
to the effect that there was no material variation, th 
same Vice-Chancellor held that the knowledge of such a 
opinion being taken ought to have made him in 
further, and he was consequently held to have oo 
tive notice of the contents of the memorandum, ani 
bound accordingly. It was held, also, in Whitehiuse’s 
case, 15 W. R. 896, that a man cannot waive one gro 
of variation and, a while after, assert another, He mus, 
when he first gives notice, be taken to know all, 
In Briggs’ cass (ubi sup.) the memorandum was in 
existence when Briggs applied for shares, and the pn- 
spectns stated where it was to be seen. The Master of 
the Rolls held that this gave him notice of its co 
so far as they might go only somewhat beyond the 
named in the prospectus, but not so far as they m 
contradictory. In Webster's case, L. R, 2 Eq. 741, 
ster received share certificates purporting to be “ * 
to the articles and memorandum of assooiation.“ 
that this did not give him notice. In an 
case of the Poultry Consumers Company, -Chan- 
cellor Wood removed a shareholder who had 
a year on the register, saying that there had been 
nothing to put him on enquiry, and under those 
stances the time was immaterial. All these cases 
that the Court would not consider it the party’s duly to 
inspect the articles or memorandum, unless there were 
some particular circumstances to put him on enquiry. 
These cases were all decided in 1866. Since then it 
seema that the judges have changed their views on this 
matter, and arrived at the conclusion that it is to be es· 
pected of every person who takes sbares, that he will 
quickly inspect the articles or memorandum, and that if 
he neglecta to do so, he must be treated as having 20 
tice of all their contents, 
In Lawrence and Kincaid’s cases, L. R. 2 Oh, App. 412, 
426, 16 W. R. 5671, the memorandum was not 
when these gentlemen applied for shares, Lord Oairns, 
L. J., said the applicant “ must be taken to have known 
either that this memorandum was prepared and 
at the time of his application, or that it must be prepared 
forthwith ; aud that in either case both it and the arti- 
cles must, in their very nature, be documents differing 
widely iu form from, and, in all measures of detail at 





Cakes, 
In the variation cases the main question, assuming 


least, going beyond, the prospectus; and with regard to 
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goouments of this description, on the mode of framing 
; rwith the prospectusse much difference 





of justice to hold that Mr. Lawrence was 
‘wholly passive, content to trust to 
det was stated in the prospectus, and, while he knew 
yen authority to register his name and hold him out 
older had been given and probably acted upon, 
g himself in a position to satisfy all that: had been 
the’ company turned out prosperous, but for the 
time to inquire, and, if possible, repudiate ‘shonld a 
panic come, or the speculation turn out anstic- 
qutul.” He thought that after the registration of the 
gemorandum a reasonable time was allowable for exa- 
‘and objection ; what would be a“ reasonable 
‘@ne”* mightin some degree vary in different cases, but 
qould always be measured with reference to the thing to be 
done ” (i.c., we suppose, the first declared object of thecom- 
je These ol ions, however, do not necessarily 
from the principle laid down by Lord Romilly, supra, 
' case, Lord Justice Turner concurred in. the re- 
gilt, bat“ desired to be understood as giving no opinion 
dow the matter would have stood if there had been no 
flay after actual knowledge of the facts.” 
“Wilkinson's case, 15 W. RB. 38, L. R. 2 Ch. App. 
$06, Turner, L.J., said that the fact of the party having 
‘calls threw on him the onus of proving that he did 
‘know of the variance, and it was not enough that he 
‘he had not seen the articles, Lord Cairns. thought 
“where a man agrees to take shares and to be bound 
the memorandum and articles, he must be affected 
‘notice of their contents, unless, at all events, within 
@teasonable time daring which he can acquire knowledge 
@the'contents he repudiates the shares.” 
Win Peel's case, 15 W. R. 1100, L. R. 2 Ch. App. 674, 
degra Cairns repeated what he had said in Lawrence's 
case, and said that if the memorandum and articles were 
du existence when the party applied for shares, and if he 
‘agreed: to take on the footing of them, he ought to be 
held bound to look before he applied. Where they were 
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Mus, mpt'in existence when the application was made, he 
van a look, at latest, when he received the allot- 
*8 exe cases were in 1867. In November, 1868, on the 





‘in Ship’s case, 17 W. R. 34, mentioned -supra, 
jothe following obiter dicta were uttered.:—Lord 
Gamworth—‘“did not agree to the doctrine that Mr, 
Ship'had a right to rely on the prospectus, aud assume 
without investigation that it had been correctly followed 
ty'the memorandum.” Lord Chelmsford—“A share- 
bolder’ must be considered to be fully informed of the 
Powers given to directors by the deed of association, to 
which:he is either actively or constractively a party,”— 
tad his Lordship intimated his opinion that Mr, Ship, 
having ‘received a letter of allotment on which it was 
tiated that the memorandum had been registered, was 
of negligerice in waiting six months before he ex- 
the memorandum. And in the Qverend 4 Gurney 
ase, Lord Chelmsford had previously intimated his opinion 
“that it is the bounden duty of a person to ascertain at the 
earliest: practical moment, what is the charter or title 
deed under which the company in which he has agreed 
@ become a shareholder is carrying on business,” 
‘ Phese later cases point to an inclination on the part of 
the Courts to hold that, as far as variation is concerned, 
the person applying for shares must éxamine the memo- 
wandum or articles very promptly after they have come 
into ‘existence, or he will be bound by their contents. 
Such a rule is certainly reasonable, for although he may 
be pat off inquiry by the prospectus, still he knows that 
Phere must be a memorandum or articles, and that he is 
‘tegiatered as in effect a party to them. The more lenient 
View: originally taken is probably attributable to the 
‘Weight given to the analogy of the simpler oases of part- 
@etship; an analogy which has not unfrequently to be 
overboard, as the more complicated considerations 
Of joint-stock partnerships develope themselves, 
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‘might well arise, it would be contrary to the | 


LEGAL EDUCATION. 
No, IV. 

What the Inns of Court were intended to be, and what 
they were in their best days, we have sufficiently shown. 
We have also pointed out in general terms the need which 
existe for a thorough system of legal education. It only 
remains to consider what the Inns at present really are, 
and how the resources at their disposal may be best ap~- 
plied to attain the desired end. The four Inns of Court 
at present' possess property in the form of chambers, 
‘houses, and other permanent sources of income, which 
in the year. 1854 (the last as to which any information 
is obtainable) produced a gross revenue of £37,009, In 
the same year they received. in contributions from their 
‘members a sum of £20,000. Their total gross income 
was something over £57,000. Of this sum the Inner 
Temple. received £21,168; the Middle Temple, £10,192: 
Lincoln’s Inn, £18,242; and Gray’s Inn, £8,343. In 
the. same year, in which the gross income of the four 
inns amounted to this sum of £57,000, their united con- 
tributions to the Council of Legal Education—that is to 
say, the whole of the expenditure directly upon edaca- 
tion—appears to have been rather under £2,000. About 
£2,000 more was spent upon the libraries; but beyond 
these sums not a farthing was. spent upon any purpose 
directly or indirectly connected with the study of law. 
Nor has any substantial change taken place since the 
time of which we have spoken. The contribution of each 
Inn to the Council of Legal Education has, we believe, 
slightly increased, and.a few additional prizes to students 
are given; but though this is, of .course, well as far as it 
goes, that is a very short way, The libraries, too, are 
still kept up; but they are kept up in a very defective con- 
dition. That of the Inner Temple, for instance, the richest 
of the Inns, is miserably deficient in the very departments 
in which a public law library ought to -be most tho 
roughly furnished, that is to say, the various foreiga 
systems of law differing from but connected with our 
own, which every real student of law must constantly 
refer to, but the literature of which few can afford fo 
buy... Thus, in American law the library is wretchedly 
furnished. In the department of the civil Jaw it is no 
better, To take.a single example, so ordinary a book as 
Mascardus de Probationibus, the most commonly cited 
of all the eivil law treatises on evidence, may be looked 
for in the catalogue in vain. The French law is treated 
with tolerable respect. But as to the modern German 
writers, their existence is simply ignored. And accord- 
ingly the works of Mittermaier and Gueist, for exampls, 
are not in the library. 

, Such being the expenditure of the Inns upon purposes 
in any way connected with learning, to what ends have 
their large resources, and their complete organization 
been.devoted ? This is a question to which no satisfke 
tory answer can be given. The true answer, we b:lieve, 
would be—thexe resources are devoted to no real purpose, 
they are simply frittered away for want of any purpore 
in their management, Two facts are enough in them 

selves to show this:—First, that out of a gross income of 
more than £57,000 they can find only the sum we hare 
mentioned for the promotion of learning ; secondly, that 
the Innor Temple, with its rental of £15,000, and the 
Middle Temple with a rental of £8,000, have the same 
amount. to devote to education ; while Gray's Inn, wjth 
a reatal of £3,000, contributes only a few pounds les. 
But it may be instructive to look a little more in detail 
into the matter, and we shall therefore again take the 
case of the richest lan, the Inner Temple, That Ina, as 








we have.said, had in 1854 a gross rental from its chambers 
! of £15,000, and the amount cannot be less now, On the 
' one hand, from the class of tenants to whom the chambers 
| are let, there can be practically no bad debts, and very 
| few arrears, No set of chambers ever remains unlet oa 
the hands of the Ian. And, from the compactness of the 
‘ property and for other reasons, the cost of collectivnn 
‘ ought te be exceptionally small, We believe thas the 
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collection of the rents oceypies, in fact, a portion of the 
time of one man; and there are not many properties with 
such arent roll of which tle Same can be said: On the 


other hand many of the buildings are or ‘were ‘very old, 


The cost of repairs is consequently very great, and ‘large 
sums have been spent and will have ‘to’ be spent on ‘ré- 


building. Taking the advantages and disadvantages of 


the property together, we leave it to our readers to judge 
whether a private owner of moderate energy vould not 


draw a splendid net income out of ‘the £15,000 gross 


rental ; and, whether in the hands of the Inn this rental, 
in addition to the many thousands contributed” by its 
members, might not, with ordinarily good’ management; 
afford a revenue amply sufficient ‘to maintain a school of 
law on the largest scale, and of the highest efficiency. 
Yet, for all this money, the Inn’ has nothing worth men- 
tioning to show in return, If the whole property were 
to pass into private hands to-morrow, what would the 
difference be either to students or barristers? The real 
loss would be the library, and the contributions to legal 
education ; but the amount spent upon these together 
seems not to amount to £1,500 ayear. And it must be 
borne in mind that among the annual payments of each 
member of the Inn is a sum expressly for the use of the 
library. The only other difference would be that barris- 
ters would, perhaps, pay a trifle more for their chambers, 
and that the few who dine in hall would have to pay a 
little more for their dinner. ‘We believe that the annual 
payments of the menibers of the Inn would be quite 
sufficient to pay for all that would be lost. 

We have said nothing so far about the church which 
the two Temples maintain. It may be very right that 
they should keep up the church; indeed, they are bound 
to do so. But though the whole amount spent upon it 
is not very large, it seems to us that they ought not to 
keep it up on its present scale, as the show church of 
London, unless they have a surplus (as they well might 
have) after efficiently discharging their principal ‘funo- 
tions, which is to provide, not an excellent musical ser- 
vice, but a law university or something like it. 

How the wealth of the Inns is spent may be learned, 
to some extent, from the same source from which the 
foregoing facts are derived, namely, the report of the 
Commission appointed to inquire into these subjects 
in the year 1854, which report was published in 1855. 
Full accounts of the expenditure of the several Inns are 
there published, and some clear conclusions can easily 
be drawn from them. The first is a conclusion which 
any well-informed person would anticipate, namely, that 
the wealth of the Inns is not spent corruptly. The few 
privileges which the benchers enjoy are scarcely a fair 
equivalent in money value for the fees they pay on ad- 
mission to the bench. The second conclusion is that the 
wealth of the Inns is allowed simply to slip through 
their fingers for sheer want of management, ‘The broad 
facts which we have already stated are enough by them- 
selves to show this, and no details could either strengthen 
or weaken the case much. But we shall give one more fact. 
In the year 1854 dinner was provided in the Inner Tem- 
ple Hall on exactly 98 days. The total number of din- 
ners eaten in the year by benchers, barristers, and stud- 
ents was 5,837. The largest attendence on any one day 
was 110. The wages paid to “ six butlers, pannier-man, 
deputy pannier-man, five waiters, two wash-pote, and 
housekeeper,” amounted to £1,279 18., and thé wages 
of “two cooks, assistant to the two cooks, and two 
dish-washers ” amounted to £278. It follows that for 
the actual dinners eaten the mere service cost rather 
more than five shillings a head per diem. And if the 
largest number that dined any one day in the year had 
dined every day, the cost of mere service would still have 
been ‘abont two and eightpence a head per diem. We 

believe that since that time some economy has been 
effected in this department. If so there ought to be all 
the more funds available for useful purposes, 
The explanation of all this is evidently to be found in 


| each Inn are a large and unwieldy body, nelf-eleated, an, win 
| paid, .and irresponsible, most .of them: Very -bney: men, 
' some of them, from age or other causes, very . — 
for the management of the affairs of theInn, The ghigt 
responsible person.among them is the. ireagurer,. 
holds office only for a year; so that he has: geally 
power whatever of introducing reforms.  Wé, aoe, 
results,—funds wasted, vast. engines of 
ing idle, education . neglected, the Bar and. the, 
deteriorated, the law degraded, and the public injured, 
- We have spoken at considerable length of the present: 
state of the Inns of Court, because we think itof extreme 
importance that one thing should be well : 
that the means of establishing a proper system of 
education are all at hand, and that.all that ig 
to orgenise and apply them. We now proceed to shop 
how this may be done; and for this pnrpose we turn figs 
to the report of the Commiission to which we ha 
ready referred, and, as far as education is : 
find there the outline of the true system. The Commig: 
sioners recommended—“ that there should be establiahe, 
a preliminary examination for admission to the Innggf 
Court of persons who have not taken'a university 
[this has since been done}, and that there be 
examinations the passing of which should be 
for the call to the Bar, and that the four Inns of 
should be united in one university for the p ; 
these examinations, and of conferring degrees,” 
went on to sketch out the organization and 
such an university. They advised that the 
the proposed examination should be a condition of 
to the Bar, and that by passing an examination in a wider 
range of subjects the degree of Master of Laws should tp 
obtainable. They also recommended the continuanegof 
the present lecture system as a preparation for the ex 
mination. — 
To complete this system it onght to be provided that 
the examiners, whoever they might be, should at least ngs 
be the readers or lecturers of the Inns, but perfeotly: ine 
dependent persons. Secondly, in the matter of: 
the several Inns ‘ought to be independent of one. 
80 as to provide the stimulus of a wholesome com) 
between them, as between the several colleges in a mhi- 
versity. Thirdly, the Inns ought to revive in substange 
the old office of reader, so far as it corresponded to thatof 
& college tutor. There is no want so much felt by manp 
students as that of some one to advise and direct them 
as to the course of their studies. A competent: director 
of studies, as distinguished from a mere teacher, would 
be of infinite service. Lastly, the benefit of the Inusof 
Court ought to be thrown open, not to bar students only, 
but to every one who wishes to learn law, whether for 
the purpose of jcining either branch of the profession or 
not. The rule excluding attorneys and their clerks isis 
the present day absolutely meaningless. Of course the 
throwing open the Inns of Court to all the world 
entail a reasonable payment for the advantages 
But nobody objects to pay for value received. A good 
system of teaching can always be made self-supporting. 
And fn the present case there are ample endowments #0 
assist voluntary payments. 1 Agee 
We believe, as fully as the warmest defender of the 
existing state of things, in the importance of constant 
intercourse and association among students and barristers. 
But in their reasoning they put the cart before the horse. 
They say, bring men together and they will learn law. 
We say, give men the opportunity of learning law and 
they will come together. Do the students at Guy’s Hoe 
pital learn medicine because they happen to be together? 
Or do they come together because the means of being 
taught medicine are offered. But even in promo 
ting the association of students much more 
be done then is done. The system of dinners only 
during term is ridiculous. Then, again, each Inn 
ought to make an absolute rule, that no set of chambers 
in the Inn should belet to anyone but @ legal practi- 





the nature of the governing bodice, The benchers of 


tioner or a student, and whenever it is possible, the 
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ble for bringing forward this subject. Lord Hatherley 
presided: over the Commission to whose report we have 
80 often referred. ‘ Lord Westbury 
Commission, as were also Chief Justice Cockburn and 
Mr, Justice Keating, with other infiuential persons. The 
Chancellorship of Lord Hatherley offers a better chance 
of reform than we have seen before. And we earnestly 
hope that all those interested in the subject of legal 
education will continue to urge the subject upon public 
_abbention.. What we. want is plain enough—another 
Royal Commission ; not, however, one like the last—em- 
poweted to advise only, but, like the university commis- 
sions, to aet as well. 


‘ppper ought to be reserved for students. And 
“ghe résourdes of the Inn themselves fail, might riot | 
‘me of the Inns of Chancery be atilised’ for students ? | 
In those Inns the chambers are often of very small 
yalue, and let with difficulty.’ Might it not be for the. 
gdvantage of all parties, that the Inns of Court should 
‘pent them for the use of: their ‘students? These are, of 
qoarse, only suggestions, but by some such means as 
these the Inns of Court might do, much to promote the 
sociation of students, in addition to the great means of 
ij which is providing a common interest, by a real 
of teaching. 

“fq bring’ Wout such results as these, it is clear that 
uly must a tiiversity distinct from the Inns be 
ablished, but that the governing bodies of the Inns 

* rm themselves, or be reformed. ‘We believe it 
‘go he ewential,in the first place, that the element of 
opresentation and election should be introduced, 
nd that the Bench should no. longer be a purely 
body. Secondly, it is absolutely neces- 

(gaty, that for the management of their large pro- 
perty, and the control of * large —— 
petent persons, proper: , thoroughly respon- 
‘gible, and ently in office, should be appointed; 
‘end that the whole thing should no longer be left to 


a itself. ¢ 

.Wecannot let this subject pass without examining 
briefly the objections that are made to any such change 
-gathat which we advocate. The first and simplest-an- 
ewer to arguments such as ours is one which usually pro- 
‘eeteds from elderly men who are or have been successful 
‘gi the bar, and are benchers of their Inns, unless indeed 
“they have left that bench for a better. They say boldly 


the recent decision delivered by Lord 
quent Order in- Council, 
brief history of the ease. ‘Phe list of c 
is incorrectly given: 


was a member of the 
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Tudgment deliverca ¥ the Right Hon. Lord Cairns on behalf 


fost Honourable Privy Couneil in the Case 
Edited by W. Enwsr 
London : ‘ Butter- 


of her Majesty's 
of “Martin v. Mackonochie.” 
ROWNING, Esq., barrister-at-law. 


worths. 
This calls for little comment, being a simple reprint of 
prefaced by awe panes diving a 
giving a 
cuneel, by the way, 





COURTS. 
COURT OF CHANCERY. 


Sraremext or THE Numer or Cavses, Petitions, c., 


of in Court in the week ending Thursday, 
Fe 11, 1869. 





‘that the present system is the best possible one, and that 
“the result proves it. Look at the Bar as it is. Look at 
ymy,the living ornaments of the Bar and the Bench, and 
-oniess that the system which has produced us must be 
-aperfect one. The reply to sucha view is obvious, This 

t satisfaction with the present condition of the 

and the Bar is strictly confined to the Bench and 
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the Bar themselves, and is not shared by all the members 
lgither of the one or the other. There are great men no 
“doubt on the Bench and at the Bar, and there are men 
are profound lawyers, though hot great men. But 
majority of judges and barristers are nothing better 
mready men of business, with a fair working know- 

of the more branches of law, picked up at 
@andom in the course of practice. 
_ The only other reason we have ever met with in oppo- 
‘sition to change, is that by making an examination or 
ally other test of knowledge a condition of call to the 
Bar, you will deter a multitude of country gentlemen and 
others from coming to the Bar, who now are called, not 
with any intention of practising, but merely for the 


da said to be of great importance that such persons should 

law and become barristers. We admit it is of great 

; that they should know law ; w 
Be dubbed barrister we cannot conceive, 

of a knowledge of French would bea curious 

weason for not teaching it in schools. Yet with Jaw it. 
‘aid to be 80. We fancy, however, that what is meant 

— a this curious argument, is that if 
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Be 


(Before Brerr, J.) 
Feb, 5.—Lay v. Hayne. 

The plaintiff and defendant are both attorneys, the de- 
fendant being the Vestry Clerk of St. Luke's, City-road. 
The action was b t to recover for work and services. 
The plaintiff was employed by the defendant to do work in 
his and the plaintiff now claimed to be remunerated 
at the rate of 2s. per hour, and his claim amounted to 
£120. ‘The'defendant had paid him at the rate of £2 10s. 


a-week, 
Kydd for the plaintiff. 
Day for the defendant. 
Verdict for defendant. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
Wanps worth. 
(Before H. J. Sronor, Esq., Judge.) 
Jan. 19.— Beamon v. Pritchard and Sharland. 

This was the cause mentioned in a former number (exée, 
Ne | as ha been sent by a superior court to the Lam- 
court, where the judge objected to try the cause on the 

a that it was aa action against two officers of his own 


and a A. fa. was issued by the t 
morning the issue of the #. fe. the plaintiff 


after 
the money due under the order ho ground that the we The 
money was there refused’ on the 
was in the hands of the high bai 


at thet moment have been executed. Plaintiff went 
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lest the officer should have made a levy in the meantime, In 


the latter part of the day the officer seized a horse and cart be- 
longing to the plaintiff, in disregard of a statement made to 
him at the time that the plaintiff and tome So suanh:e08 poe 
the money. No receipt was produced to the officer, he 
consequently doubted the statement. The next morning, 
on going to the offiee, he found that at the time of 
seizure the money was in the hands of the high bailiff’s 
clerk, and he immediately returned the horse and cart, 
having kept posséssion something less than a day. The 
damages were laid at-£50. The defendants had previously 
tendered £5, under 9 & 10 Viet. c. 95, s. 138, which ‘pro- 
vides that in such an action a plaintiff shall not recover if 
sufficient amends have been tendered. 

Wood for the plaintiff. 

Mr. Hicklin for the defendants, 

After a lengthy trial, 

Mr. —— up. He said the case was one —* 
exemp ut not against both defendanis. The 
defendant Pritchard (the high bailiff) had no part in the 
transaction, but the other defendant had been guilty of 
negligence in the performance of his duties. It was for the 
jury to say what amount would compensate the plaintiff. 

The jury, after a short consultation, found for the defen- 
dant Pritchard, and for the plaintiff, as against Sharland, 
damages £15. The Court allowed the costs of the defendant 
Pritchard, on the ground that the jury. were bound to find 
for him in consequence of the registrar of his court not 
having been made a joint defendant, as required by the 
i3 & 14 Vict. c. 61, s. 194 the-other defendant to pay costs 
as if the action had been against him only. 


Feb. 2.—Maynard v. Penn. 
Foreclosure suit. 

The seale on which costs are to be taxed is, by analegy to 
the Chancery Order of 1868, to be determined by the amount 
of value of the subject-matter at the institution of the suit. 

Barry, for the plaintiff; Besley, for the defendant. 

In this foreclosure suit an application was now made by 
the } om intiff, asking inter alia that the costs might be taxed 
on the higher scale 


Mr. Stoxor.—This is an application in a foreclosure suit 
to vary the certificate of the registrar in several particulars. 
I consider the registrar to have been right in all of them, 
and the only one in which I entertain any doubt (as I in- 
timated at the hearing) was whether the costs ought to 
have been taxed on the higher or lower scale of fees allowed 
by the Court. This de: on the question whether the 
subject-matter of the suit exceeds or does not exceed £100, 
according to the terms of the note subjoined to the scale of 
costs in equity under the County Court Acts, 1865 and 1867. 
‘The facts in the present case are that the original mortgage 
exceeded £100, that the went into possession, 
and on an account being taken before the registrar, of prin- 
cipal, interest, and expenses due to the , and of 
rents and profits received by him, it appeared that a balance 
of less than £100 was due to him at the time of his in- 
stituting this suit. The only cases which can assist me in 
the construction of the terms employed in the note to the 
above seale are those which have been decided on the 
Regu’ations of the Court of Chancery, 1860, providing a 
higher or lower scale of fees according as the “ amount or 
value ” of the subject-matter is above or below £1,000. Under 
these regulations it has been “held that the Court looks 
aimply to the amount due when the bill is filed, unless fraud 
or some special circumstance intervene. Flockton v. Peake, \2 
W. R. 1025, L. R. 2 Eq. 609; Re Reive, 14 W. R. 1008; Judd 
y. Lum, 29 Beav, 61,9 W. R. 27; Earl of Stamford v, Dawson, 
15 W.R. 896; Gimes v. Harrison, 29 Beay. 1 Now, there 
is 20 doubt from the accounts in the case that at the 


in the case, and therefore, following the au- 
which I have re I think that the 


Jain 
—8 ; secondly, that application for 
oad pa rr 7d thirdly 

as 


‘but difficulty present, cas 
other cases; but there.is no di in the Cala, 
I must therefore refuse the application. * 


LAMBETH. . 
(Before J. Prrr Tayxor, Esq., Judge.) .. 
Feb. 9.—Naylor v. Berriman. 
Detinue—Constructive possession of goods, 
This was a —— for ————— water: 

‘Closets all to @' perty o a 
and ring by the —R a Surveyor, Th 
were valued at £12. he 


The facts were these :—A lady employed —— 
to 





build four houses, and Beausant — the plaintiff to 
the plumbing work. The houses were built, and part of the 
plumbing work done, when Beausant obtained four wate. 
closets. He went to plaintiff and told him that the clossis 
were too good for the purpose, and if plaintiff would take 
them and substitute inferior ones, making up the differenge 
in‘value in the work and materials necessary for fixi 
he-was at liberty to do so. This proposition was to, a 
the inferior closets fixed, but; before the others were removal 
premises, Beausant had absconded, consid 
plaintiff having a claim upon him for up 
. then assigned her interest in the houses to 
defendant, and the closets — on the premises he { 
became the actual possessor of them. He refused to give 
them up on a demand being made, on the ground that} 
had only plaintiff's word for the bargain to ex ‘and,, 
if he did give them up, he might be held : 
er if he returned, or by some one claiming on hy. 
beha) eR 
Lilley, for the plaintiff, contended that. the. bargain. with 
Beausant, and. the performance 12 plaintiff of his, 
of it, amounted to a transfer of he property in the: 
although the plaintiff had not actually removed them. 
had constructive possession of them, and had therefore » 
‘ right to maintain this action for the recovery of them, ~~ 
Thompson, for the defendant, contended that the yerbal 
in between the plaintiff and Beausant—if it was ever 
made, which he doubted, as it was easy to set up sucha 
claim as this after Beauseant had * away—did not 
amount to a delivery of the goods, and plaintiff had: never 
been the owner of . ‘ 
Mr. Prrr Taxxor said he was about to stop the case and 
order a nonsuit to be entered at the point where it bec 
extremely doubtful whether the 8 had ever had 
property in the goods or not. He preferred, however, 
reserve the point for future consideration if necessary. — 
should leave the case with the jary, but if they found 
the plaintiff he should give leave to the defendant to 
to set aside the verdict and enter a nonsuit, on the | 
grounds urged by defendant's counsel. By 
The jury found for the plaintiff for the amount claimed, 
and leave to apply as before mentioned was at once givens 


LivekPooL, } 

(Before Serjeant Wurzien, Judge.) ® 

Fob. 5.—The “ Alincra.” 9— 
Arreit of a ship under the County Courts Admiralty Juriedioe 

tion Act, 31 & 32 Viet. ¢, 71. “ 

Mr. Copeland made the first — under the’ 
Act; for a warrant to arrest the ship Alnora now i 
Great Float, Birkenhead, and about to sail for Bordesta. 
The application was made on behalf of William Ellwood;of 
Beacom 52 pe gre tly he en Pe 
the'ship, the cause. of action being against J. W. 
—* carrying on business im Croshy-chambem, 
i ters ry, Ia wl Tho owner was now in e 
pool, apa:tha it had been. instituted that afternoon. T 
affidavit necessary in, the case was then road, and. it, set 
— 3 the sum of £60 126, 9d. was 

tiff as balance of wagos and for necessaries sup 
mont had 

that the } 
the Great Float, and v t to sail 
Wheaten, 
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Cu. anes Minis Ro mm, of Old Jewry, has been ap- 
* tual — for ‘taking the acknow- 


—* of deeds by married women, in and for the city 
7 also in for the county of Middlesex and the 
4 gud liberties of Westminster. 


city 













Water. HY 
2* GENERAL CORRESPONDEN Cz. 
* THE Nzew Law Counts. 
Sant,to * read with great i t the manifesto issued 
f to do * —* — of — Laecoperabed Lam Society, and if — 





— earry the day, the fate of the Embankment site 
jgfxod. It asserts that the Carey-street site is so obviously 
thedest that no one really competent to form an opinion on 
the subject, and looking only to the interests of the suitors, 
wild'for @ moment chink of proposing any other site ; that 
who have no connection with the administration of 
kW and are not conversant with its requirements, have 
sntaved to advocate another site; that the Hmbankment site 
is wholly unsuitable for 1 purposes, and many more 
ggertions as unfounded. ent pro and con is most 
desirable, but such reckless mistatements as those that 
abound in the manifesto are much to be regretted from a 
fe gorge a responsible. public position.. One of these 
is that of the £800,000 already spent, £500,000 would be 
lst'on re-sale; this is tooabsurd. The fact is that I have al- 
‘heard of a builder who would, on certain terms, give 

the full sum that has been expended on it for the site 
9 cleared. Another thing manifestly unfair is not 
toadd the sum proposed to be spent, whether on site or 
te that already spent, making a total of nearly 
amillion and a half, viz, £1,468,000 inst. the million 
and half supposed to be required for the Embankment site, 
where the sum will be spent on the ground itself, the 
approaches being already provided. As for the facilities of 
acotes, I confess I am astonished that there can be any 
on which is best ; a building with on one side of it 
Strand, acting as a large thoroughfare, fed by numerous 
streets from the north ; or a building actually intersecting a 
few of those streets and shut out by want of a main artery 
fromthe rest. Of course, if, as the council say, the Carey- 
street site is, and the Embankment site is not, adapted for 
thelaw courts, the question is decided off hand. 1 venture 
tothink the opposite to be the fact, and have advanced ar- 
to meot assertions, and I venture also to think that 

— — Rew — oe * position of the 
council, an ey adop it, the in ques- 
tion would not have contained the pe eed. 5 Sto a 
4 few of which I have pointed out, and the remainder of 
whith will be easily discoverable by your readers. A very 
temarks more and I have done—first, the practising 
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cate, eas on the Carey-street site and leave Lin- 
coln’s-inn to those who do not attend the courts. Another 
aemark is that the suitors, i.¢., the future suitors, who are to 
for the building, are an unascertained ion of the 
on ‘whom I am happy to think will finally rest the 
of determining between the conflicting schemes ; 
last is, that the Embankment site is larger than the 
cleared, and is ample for all purposes, if we ex- 
} —* of records and wills, and will not only 
a itself room for expansion, but be capable of further 
in the very unlikely event of our staying the 
tion —* that —* how going —2 either by 
Somerset House, or not ¥ valuable pro- 
north ok the Strand. * 








ry 





rf 





= 






ff 





i 





3 





Iyngr TEMPLE. 


i 












‘Wautame on Reap Proprary (Lasr Ep. v. 400). 
Sir,—In — *— eatin wees be the Law of 
ast ed. p. 400) odours following 

i—“Tf the sole owner of a term obtain the i 
old jointly with another, one of the term 
Gin Bees Shae 
Tem m term.” 1 can 
‘Satisfy myself what the correct meaning of this is. ‘To 
‘A case—A, has a term of 100 years in certain lands, B., 
8 of the fee, dies, devising his reveraiow in fee to A. 
der of the term) and (. as joint tenanta. Now, how 
‘would A. and ©. take? Would A: first have the 100 years 
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barristers in Lincoln's-inn would, under the system I advo: . 


old will continue, ’ 
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to himself.and then become ‘joint tenant with C., or would 
he at once lose his sole ownership ef the term, and acquire 
a joint ownership of the , or: how would it. be? 1 
have asked several friends this point, but I cannot arrive at 
a satisfactory conclusion, and should, therefore, bo exceed- 
ingly obliged if one or two of your eotrespondents: would 
give me their opinions. 

An ArricLED CLERK. 








TRELAND. 


Mr. William M. Johnson has been appointed Law Adviser. 
Mr. Johnson was called to the bar in 1853. 


SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


MANCHESTER LAW ASSOCIATION: 

The annual general meeting of the members of the as- 
sociation was held on Thursday, the 14th day of January 
at their rooms, Cross -street Chambers, Cross - street, 
when an account of the receipts and disbursements 
(previonsly audited by two of the members) was submitted 
and passed. 
_ The proceedings of this society for the last year were 

ted in the following report, which was read by the 
honorary secretary, and unanimously adopted. 

In presenting to the members of the Manchester Law 
Association the 30th annual report, the committee have 
again the satisfaction of recording the prosperous condition 
of the association. The numbers of the association are on 
the increase, and, in addition to the sum of £750 16s. stock, 
and an accumulation of dividends thereon, amounting to 
£113 8s. 6d., the treasurer’s accomt shows a balance in 
hand of £100 9s. 7d. 

Although the labours of Parliament, during the last 
session, ed 130 Acts to the Statute Book, the number of 
those which possess an interest for the legal profession are, 
as might have been anticipated from the character of the 
session, si y small. Among the bills which reedived 
the attention of the committee and passed into law the 
following may be mentioned :—‘ The Judgments Extension 
Act, 1868” (31 & 32 Vict. ¢. 54); “The County Courts 
Admiralty Jurisdiction Act” (c. 71); “The Court of Appeal 
Chancery (Despatch of Business) Amendment Act” (e. 11); 
“The Regulation of Railways Act” (c. 119) ; “The Rail- 
—* —— of Time) Act” (c. 18); “The Divorce 
an atrimonial Causes Court Act” (c. 77); “The 
Bankruptcy Act Amendment Act” (c. 104); and “The 
Liquidation Act ” (c. 68). 

Of the bills which came. before your committee, but did 
not receive the sanction of the Legislature, the following are 
the only ones to which reference need be made :— 

The Bankruptcy Bill. The Bankruptcy Acts Repeal Bill, 
‘The Judgment Debtors’ Bill —These bills, which were intro- 
duced into the House of Lords by the Lord Chancellor, were 
referred toa sub-committee for consideration. As, however, 
they were withdrawn at a comparatively early —_ of 
—— — —— F em. 

Amalgamation of Courts of Recoré.—It is great 
—— that your committee congratulate the —2 of 

his association, the *ÖP fession, and public of this city 

and the hundred of ford, on the completion of the im be 

tant work of amalgamating the two Courts of Record of 

Manchester and Salford, which has, for so many -years, 
ed the attention of the association. 





cartying the ation into effect had been prepared 
and deposited in the House of Lords. At an carly —— 
of the session committee presented petitions on 


in Manchester, as well as petitions 
the bar, and — —— publie dedies, and 
attorneys in the nei 


A of the president, chairmaa of com- 
mittee, and honorary secretary, ed to Lenden in 
company with a tation Manchester 
tiom, consisting of Mr. Councillor Baker and the Town 
inverder'to the bill on the second reading in the 

Commons. A deputation from the Corperauon of 
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the bill had been —— were actively aoe in 
opposing the bill. ; Cheetham, on behalf of = 
nents, having moved that the bill should be read that day 


six months, the House divided, when the second reading 


was-earried by a considerable majority. 

ing its progress through committee the bill was most 
strenuously opposed by the Corporation of Salford. This 
opposition, though entirely failing in its real object of pre- 
venting the —4 had, no doubt, considerable effect 
in compelling the withdrawal from the bill of several clauses 
which, by conferring increased jurisdiction and improved 
facilities for transacting the business of the court, would 
have added greatly to the usefulness of the measure. Several 
witnesses were exami in support of the bill, among 
whom were Mr. Baker and Mr. Guest the chairman of your 
committee. 

After the third; reading in the Commons, which. was 
again opposed, but carried by a considerable majority, the 
bill was submitted by the House of Lords to the considera- 
tion of two of the judges who reported in its favour. It 
afterwards passed the House of Lords and received the 
royal assent. - 

The Act came into operation on the 1st of January in- 


t. 

Although your committee have already, in a special re- 
selution, marked their appreciation of the able and zealous 
—— — yo r, Baker in connection with the 
object, they cannot allow the present o unity to pass 
without recording in this report their an sense of the 
obligation conferred by that gentleman this assovia- 
tion, the legal profession, and fre public of ester and 
Salford, by his arduous and unwearied efforts, ee oe 
over several years, in connection with this association 


the City Council, in — organising, and success- 
fully carrying out the amalgamation of the Courts of Record 
for the city of Manchester and Hundred of Salford. 

Legal Education and Status of the Profession.—On the 
invitation of the Leeds Law Society, a deputation from 
your association attended a meeting of the Leeds Law 
Society and of deputations from the law societies of nei 

ing large towns, which was held at Leeds on the 25th 
, to consider the remarks of Mr. Justice Hannen 
at the annual meeting of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Asso- 
ciation, on the subject of the mation of the two 
branches of the legal profession. An able paper by Mr. 
W. A. Jevons, of Liverpool, on the amalgamation, and on 
legal education, and the status of the profession, was read 
and fully discussed. No resolution was come to on the 
subject of amalgamation ; but with respect to the desirability 
of improving the education and status of the legal profession 
resolutions were adopted which have been printed and 
cireulated among the profession, and a ional com- 
mittee was appointed to consider the resolutions and to in- 
vite the ion of both branches of the legal profes- 
sion in carrying them out. 
Entry of Causes at Assizes,—The Liv 


. After communicating with the 
was favourable to the proposed 
that he should prepare the draft of 
necessary orders aud submit thom to the two socicties, 


This was 


done, and tho orders having been 

Assizes wee printed 

of the association. 
Barristers and County Court Regiwrarships,—Six Ki, P. 
Ce ern even’ esting —— insert a elause into the 
eligible for appointment oe —— of ae 

ar 
was instructed to write 


ee 


i 


to this time they had been able to —— th 
3 ——— success, 


‘membors of that 





following resolution en the puberty Reserved, “That it be. 


a recommendation to members that 
references to arbitration might, with great _ad be- 
submitted to attorneys and solicitors.” Your con 


—* considerable benefit both to the profession and ths 
ublic. 
‘ Preliminary Examinations.—The local examinations pre.. 
vious to articles have, as usual, been held in Manchester 
during the past year under the superi ‘of members. 
of your association. 
the invitation of the Liverpool Law Society, a depy.. 
tation from association partook of the hospitality of 
the Liv. Society on the occasion of a dinner ‘given 
May last, in honour of the then Mayor of Liverpool, Mp, 
Edward Whitley, a solicitor, and member. of the: ; 
Among the were the Vice-Chancellor of Lancashire, 
and several of the local judges. 
The following emen were elected the officers and 
committee of the association for the ensuing year :— 
President, Mr. George Taylor ; Vice-Presidents, Mr, J, 
Lingard Vaughan and Mr. W. H, Partington; 
Mr. James Street; Honorary Secretary, Mr. 8. Unwin; 
Chairman of Committee, Mr. W. H. Guest ; _Deputy-Chaiz. 
man, Mr. James Bond ; Committee, Messrs. J. P, 
James Barrow, Thomas Baker, J. F. Beever, James 
Thomas Claye, R. Bi B. Cobbett, John Cooper, R. D, 
Darbishire, Adam Fox, W. H. Guest, J. N. K. Grover, §, 
Heelis, Thomas Holden, Joseph Janion, Thomas J 
Alfred Leaf, Francis Marriott, H. W. Parker, J. B. 
John Peacock, John Ponsonby, Richard Radford, Jamgg.. 
Roberts, George ‘Thorley, W. L. Welsh, G. B. Withi 
G. F. Wharton, M. Bateson Wood, and Perey: Woolley, . 
The annual dinner of the members was held on Tuesday: 
evening, at the Albion Hotel, Piccadilly. \ 
Taylor, of Stalybridge, prosided, and there were also 
—The Mayor of Manchester (John Grave, Esq.), the Ma: 
of Salford (T. Davies, Esq.), Mr. H. W. West, M.P. 
corder of Manchester), Mr. Kay (Judge of Salford 
Court of Record) ; Messrs. Yates (president), Paget 
sec.), deputation from the Liverpool Law Society; Mi 
J. Li Vaughan, Stockport (vice-president), J. Strest 
— , G. B. Withington resident), 
unting, R. B. B. Cobbett, ord, Thorley, J. P. Aston; 
Charles Aston, James Bond, Richard Brown, Thomas Claye,. 
Thomas Chorlton, T. Darwell, A. Fox, James Gill, W. 
er (Bury), George Hadfield, jun., C. Hen. 
“Toaf, J. F. Milne Jao. P E. Storer, 
eedale (Registrar of the Oldham County Court). 
G. F:’ Wharton, P. Woolley, H. Wheeler, J.-B. Payne, 
George amy, i 
Mr. H. W. West, M.P., in poveing: Ss toast of the 
evening, “ a to the Manchester Law Association,’ 
said that since he been connected with Manchester he 
had learned not only that the Manchester Law Association 
had ‘serious and important duties to perform, but that 
ose dutics 


industry, energy, and _ Tt was ane 

for him to dwell upon the higher duties that 
association were called el sr 
When he last had the honour of bein guest of the. 
association, he heard that it was one of its great advantages 
that:those who had great experi in the profession were 
able to form acquaintances with the younger members, 
and not only to give them a helping hand by 
advice, but to show them that after all the 
means of success in’ an ingen er oi 


sted themselves in an early career, without 
of those ples of honour which a to guide 
therefore, unnecessary for him 
the higher duties of the association which 
intended to elevate the moral tone of the 
He recollected 


with 
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@ was quite sure that the 

association as this, banded 

out such views, the younger members 
same.honourable course, i 


ity. we be able to pass any nm re Wi 
to that. unhappy branch of judicature unless assisted 
Od Monchater leaach wo | take a prominent part in 
ting a change in this branch of the law. There were 
many other matters to which -he .was satisfied they weuld 
ro their attention ; most of them were extremely interested 
roper local administration of the civil courts in this 


r * country. He hoped her Majesty’s Government 
ii — tab, Par! : th measures for 
ini of justice in the civil courts of 
Lancaster. In sneh an effort he 
i from 
lopt such 
meet with the approbation of 
sanction of the public at large. 
—* —* mode ofadministe —— 
> Ww were now p . 
and carefully-considered dis- 
ted in thé appointment of the Judicature 
Commission. He trusted that when that came before Parlia- 
ment it would have the best attention of the law associations 
of this of the eountry. 
Mr. J. Lincahp Vavoenan 
Mr. Wirumorox then, on of the association, pre- 
connected with the ag- 


a 

inscription acknowledging the 

er as a committeeman and as an ex- 

‘ of the —— referred at length to 

La some 

the history « the anno, and. the eign with which 
all its efforts to amend the administration of justice in local 
courts had been attended, and pointed out many ways in 
which he conceived other advantages and improvements may 


Manchester. 
The Mayor of Manchester, in r i 
the legal profession would 


} to an , 
time.to:wait and a great to bear. ‘ 

Mr. Mee cerry proposed the epeven sat Conpreatien 
Salford,” which was responded | o Mayor. 
5 BO rt, in propo tho * band 
anges of the country,” 
bed functionaries were, to 


on a former occasion; to the jurisdiction of the Courts of 
Record of Manchéster and Salford, he remarked 

How happy should I be with either, 

Were t’other dear charmer away. 
But the difficulty, through the assistance of Mr. Baker and 
other ey ee had been entirely overcome. They now 
had the happiness not only to see the dear charmers 
teehee, but to see them thoroughly satisfied with their 
condition. 


Mr. Kare responded. 





-LAW ASSOCIATION FOR THE BENEFIT OF 


WIDOWS AND FAMILIES OF PROFESSIONAL 

MEN IN THE METROPOLIS AND VICINITY. 

At the usual monthly meeting of the Board of Directors, 
held at the hall of the Incorporated Law Society, in 
Chancery-lane, on Thursday, the 4th inst.. the follow. 
ing directors being nt—Mr. Desborough (Ghairman), 
Mz. Harding, Mr Carpenter, Mr. Hedger’ Mr, 8, Smith, 
Mr. Ste Mr. Thomas, and Mr. Whyte, and Mr, Boodle 
(Secretary), several grants to ‘non-members’ cases were 
made, and one new annual member was admitted. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

Mr. C. Harvie presided at the meeting of this 
societ: Jit on Tuesday last, at the Law Institution, Chan- 
cery-lane. The question discussed ‘was No. 424, a 
“Can a contract for sale and purchase of land be a 
bs edhe taly Ay ang mae og coe i iting ? 
Price v. Dyer, 17 Ves. Jur. 356; Goss. v. Lord Nugent, 5 

. & A. 65 and 66). ; i 
mative, and, after a discussion 
80 decided ‘by a majority of three. Twenty-nine members 
were present. 





LIVERPOOL LAW STUDENTS DEBATING 
SOCIETY 


The third meeting of this society for this year 
ue 3 —* Sth * a 5 pans yonder 

r. C. Quinn (in the absence . Raper), opened th. 
debate in the affirmative on the followi —* 
(havi gh ee vp ca is he protected by section 

no ni of the 'y); is he 

19 of 1 ——— 592.” Alter ight other menbar bad 
spoken, Mr, t replied ; and, on a division, mestion 
eas decided in the ive by eleven to peta gy A re 
members were 

This society was established in February, 1867, and now 
consists of forty-three members, the majority of whom are 
articled clerks. 





OBITUARY. 
MR. THOMAS STANDBRIDGE. 
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THE COUNTY COURTS ADMIRALTY JURISDIC- 
TION ACT, 1868. 


GENERAL ORDERS, 


In the construction of these orders, forms, and schedules, 
the following terms shall (if not inconsistent with the con- 
text or subject matter) have the respective meanings here- 
in-after assigned to them, that is to say :— 

“Court” shall mean a county court appointed to have 

Admiralty jurisdiction : 

““ Judge’ shall mean the judge or any deputy judge 

of any such court : : 

“ Registrar”* shall mean the registrar or any deputy 
registrar of any such court : 

“‘Counsel”’ shall mean any advocate or barrister-at-law 
entitled to plead in any such court: 

“ Attorney’’ shall mean any proctor, attorney, or solicitor 
entitled to practice in any such court, or the party 
himself if conducting his suit in person : 

“Suit” shall mean any suit, cause, or other proceeding 
instituted in any such court: 

“Name” of any person shall mean both the christian 
name and surname of such person : 

“| Affidavit” shall include statutable affirmations and at- 
testations upon honour, and the word “sworn” 
shall include affirmed according to statute and at- 
tested upon honour : 

“ Vessel’’ shall include every description of vessel used 
in navigation not propelled by oars only . 

Sittings of the Court, 


1. The place of sitting of each court shall be the place 
at which the counfy court is held in the city or town men- 
— in the name of * court, or by — 

e judge, a suit ma’ heard or part heard at an 
within the distsiet of the court. he 

2. Where application is made to the judge for the hear- 
ing or, port Bearing of © suit at a place in which a county 
court not sit, the attorney shall file a prescipe under- 
taking to provide at his expense a ere to the satistaction 
of the judge in which the euit may be heard. 

3. days of the sitting of the court shall be those 
appointed for the transaction of the ordi busi- 
ness of the county court held in the city or town men- 
tioned in the name of the court, or such other days as the 
judge may from time to time appoint for the hearing 
suit, where from the detention of a vessel or otherwise a 
prompt determination of the suit is desirable. 


Institution of suit. 

4. An attorney desiring to institute a suit shall file a 
precipe, and thereupon an entry of the institution of the 
suit shall be made in a book to be kept by the registrar called 
“The Admiralty Suits Book.” ~ 

5. The præcipe shall state the nature of the suit, the 
name, address, and description of the party in whose behalf 
it is instituted, the name of the attorney, and an address 
within three miles of the court house at which it shall be 
sufficient to leaye all instruments and documents in the 
suit required to be served upon him, and it shall also state 
the name of the owner or owners or other person against 
whom the suit isinstituted if known, and if not known, then 
it shall state that the suit is instituted against the owner or 
owners unknown of the vessel or other property to which 
She suit relates. 

6, Any number of 
zasy join in one and 

- In a suit for wages 
vessel, notice of the institu 


of a f 





affidavit allow of substituted service. 


absence the registrar, shall upon facts duly verified’ Upon 


Appearance. 


. 


10. An attorney desiring to enter an appearance in a suit : 
shall file a preecipe, and thereupon an ch gd his appearance « 


be made in the Admiralty Suits ; 

11. The prascipe shall state the name, address, and des- 
cription of the on whose behalf the appearance is 
entered, the name of the attorney, and an address within 
three miles of the court house at which it shall be sufficient to 


‘leave all instruments and documents in the suit réquired to 
to have an interest in the vessel ox 


be seryed upon him. 

12, Any peu. claimi : 
property, whether cognizable by the Court or not, may inter- 
vene for the —— having the case transferred to the 
High Court of Admiralty. 

13. Upon the arrest of any vessel or property an appear. 
ance may be entered the same as upon the’ service of the 
summons. 

14, Where an a ce has been entered the r 
shall upon application give to each attorney in thé suit, and 
where no ap i 
his attorney, a notice under the seal of the court stating the 
day upon which the suit has been directed by thé judge to 
be heard. 


Arrest, 

15. Where, after the institution of a suit, it is desired to 
arrest any vessel or property the attorney must file an affi- 
davit stating the facts which render it probable that it will 
be removed out of the jurisdiction of the Court. 

16. In a suit for necessaries or for wages the national 
character of the vessel shall be stated in the affidavit. 

17. Where upon the filing of such affidavit the registrar, 
in the absence of the judge, is satisfied with the evidence, 
he may issue a warrant for the arrest and detention of the 
vessel or property, and where he is not satisfied he may re- 
quire further evidence to be adduced. 

18. A warrant of arrest may be executed on Sunday, 
Good Friday, or Christmas Day, as well as on any other 


Security. 
19, Security may be given either by bond or deposit of 
money, as in any ordinary action in a county eourt. 


Release of Property. 

8 — 5—— liver to th attorney 
seeurity com: registrar éliver @ 
an order directed to the high — court, aut 
and directi im, u o costs, charges, an 
expenses —— the custady oF the property, $0 release is 

rt hwith. 

21. Notwithstanding the last order, the pro ina 
suit for sal ast Sot be faloased ust ite vale tie beta 
ascertained by affidavit, by nt, or by appraise- 
ment, save by consent of the plaintiff or his attorney. 

Witnesses. 
22. On the application of either attorney, the regi 
ualt toes chbchoneye Ste Withenses sé ber certel By 


, Evory alfidavit shall be divided into short phs 
Pa dan anne and shail be in tho frst porstpe 
26. Every affidayit state the deponent’s age, name, 
al description, and lao —— 

to are his knowledge, «| 
7. The of all the porsons any affidavi 

the dates when and the places where it is sworn, 
— conformity with the 328 

be by the Court, or the 


29, An affidavit in which thero is knife or 
which is blotted #0 as to obliterate any’ word Gt whlch 


ce has been entered then to the plaintiff or © 
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ibly wri or so altered as to cause it to be illegible ; 
ry which —* is any interlineation, not duly authenti- 
cated by the person before whom it was sworn may be 
rejected by the Court, or the Court may direct that the costs 
thereof shall not be allowed on taxation. 

30, Where an affidavit is made by any person who is 
blind, or who from his si or otherwise appears to be 
illiterate, the gave re whom the affidavit is sworn 
shall state in the jurat that the affidavit was read over to 
the deponent, and that the deponent a: to understand 
the same, and made his mark or wrote his signature thereto 
in the presence of the person before whom the affidavit is 
sworn. 

31. The or oe of 9, Dae oem as evidence may be 
objected to, if the affidavit has been sworn before the party 
on whose behalf it is offered, or before his attorney or agent 
or before.a partner or clerk of the same. 

Oral Evidence. 

82. At the request of either attorney, and at his cost: in 
the first instance, or by order of the jndge at the cost in the 
first instance of the plaintiff, the evidence of witnesses 
examined in court shall be taken down by a shorthand 
writer or reporter appointed by the Court, and sworn in 
each case faithful to report the evidence; and a transcri 
of the shorthand writer’s or rter's notes, certified by 
him to be correct, shall be admitted to prove the evidence 
of the witnesses, , 

Registration of Decrees and Orders. 

33. A note of every final decree or order made in any 
suit shall -within seven clear days from the making thereof 
be transmitted by the registrar to the registrar of county 
court judgments in London, according to the form annexed. 

Transfer of Suit, 

34, Where a suit is transferred to the High Court of Ad- 
miralty by order thereof, the registrar of the court, upon 
the service of = order of rg —— by post the 
prooeedings to the regi of the High urt. 

35.. Where a soant andacs the transfer of a suit to the 
High Court of Sey or to another court, the registrar 
of the court shall send by post the order together with the. 
P ings to the. registrar of the High Court or to the 
court to which it is transferred. 

Second or Cross Suits, 

36. Where it shall Sa pd to the Court that the plaintiff 
in a suit (hereafter called the second suit), was or isthe de- 
fendant in a suit (hereafter called the first suit), in another 
court @ * of yo * ——— = = he did not 

ropose to the plaintiff in the suit that by agreement 
Finediction should be given to the Court in which the first 
suit was instituted, to hear and determine the second suit, 
the judge may refuse the plaintiff in the second suit his costs 
if he shall think fit. 

37. Where-a second or cross suit for damage has been in- 
stituted by a defendant in a suit for damage, and the second 
suit has been instituted, by agreement or otherwise, in the 
court in which the first suit was instituted, or has been 
transferred to the said court by 
Court may direct that both suits may be heard at the same 
time and upon the same evidence. 

Pa, Consents, 

88. Any consent in writing between the attorneys in a 

suit may, by permission of the registrar, be filed, and shall 
become an order of court, and such shall be 

valid.as if made by the Court. 

Enforcement of Decrees. 

39. Where an attorney is desirous of obtaining the com- 
tion the goods of a party 
who has neglected.to obey the order of the Court to pay a 
sum of money, he shall file « ipo for a summons for 
commitment, or for a warrant of exeeution the 
swe | and upon auch a summons or warrant shall be 


40. Where a decree has been obtained tan unknown 


unknown defendant, and the name of the defendant is sub- 
sequently ascertained, the adverse attorney may file a 
— — the name, address, and description of the 


and thereupon the shall issue to the 
ew ee the bailiff for sarvice, a notice of 


ing that if the defendant does not within four 
for a rehearing of the suit, the vessel or property to hick 
the suit relates will be sold in execution. 

42. The notice shall be served personally upon the defen- 
dant, unless the j or in his shonnee tn tugietans, Sal 
upon facts duly verified upon affidavit allow substituted 
service. 


clear days from the day of service file a pracipe a 


Execution against Vessel. 

43. Where, ander a warrant of execution, a vessel is seized, 
the high bailiff shall, before selling the same, cause an in- 
ven to be made by an appraiser, and the vsssel shall not 
ba sold for less than the appraised value thereof, except by 
order of the Court. 

44. On the completion of the sale the high bailiff shall 
pay the proceeds arising therefrom into court, return the 
warrant, and file an account of the sale signed by him, to- 
gether with the certificate of appraisement signed by the 


a) rT. 

45. On the completion of the hase the high bailiff 
shall deliver up the property to the purchaser, and if re- 
quired so to do shall execute a bill of sale to him. 


Transfer of Sale. 

46. Where the vessel has been arrested or has been 
seized under a warrant of execution, and the sale of the 
vessel has been ordered to be transferred, the vessel shall be 
retained by the bailiff until the marshal of that court 
shall, by order of the High Court of Admiralty, take pos- 
session thereof. . 
47. An attorney desiring that the sale of any vessel or 
property should be conducted in the High Court of Ad- 
miralty, may at any time aiter judgment give security to th 
amount of ten pounds, and file with the registrar an appli 
cation for an order for the transfer of the proceedings fo: 
sale to the said court. 

48. The registrar shall transmit such application to the 
judge for his order thereon, if the Court be not sitting, and 
shall in any case certify on the application that the security 
for costs has been given. 

Notice of Defence in Collision. 

49. Where in suits for damage by collision the defendant 
intends to set up as a defence that the vessel was by compul- 
sion of law in the charge of a pilot, he ae give notice 


the judge shall, in his 
sider what effect the non-delivery of the notice has had in the 
suit. 

Tenders. 


50. An attorney desiring to make a tender shall give 
notice to the adverse attorney of the terms and amount 
the tender, and shall pay the amount into Court, and file 


51. Within ae hours from pee ie te Paes 
verse attorney file a notice stating wh wee 
or rejects the tender, and, if he shall not do so, he 
deemed to have rejected it. 


Payment out of Court. 
52. Money ordered to be paid out of court may be paid 
the attorney without the uction of a power of attorney 
from the * entitled oe the money, unless the 


E 


ecision of the Court in the various suits, unless 
shall otherwise order. 
Appraisement. 
64. The regi , on the application of either attorney, 
and ——⏑— order any property 
under arrest to be appraised. 


55. The attorneys in ‘a suit, their clerks, und the partien 





defendant the vessel —E— to wi the suit relates 

shall not be taken in execution, but it may be arrested and 

detained under the of section 22’of the County 

——— — ro Act, 1868, or kept under 
arres' . 

41. Whereas has obtained in a suit against an 





may; while the suit is pending, and 


* * 
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year after its termination, inspect, free of charge, all the re- 
cords in the suit. 
56. In a pending suit no person other than the attorney or 
his clerk, or the party in the suit, shall be entitled to inspect 
the records in the suit without the permission of the registrar. 
57. In a suit which is terminated, any person may, on 
filing a precipe, and on payment of the proper fee, inspect 
the records in the suit. 
Copies. 

58. Any person entitled to inspect any instrument or 
document in a suit shall, on filing 2 precipe, and on pay- 
ment of the proper.charges for the same, be entitled to an 
office copy thereof. 
59. an copies of documents shall be counted and charged 
for at the rate of seventy-two words per folio; and every 
numeral, whether contained in columns or o i 
written, shall be counted and charged for as a word. 


Seal of the Court. 

60. All instruments and documents issued from the court 
shall be signed by the registrar, and shall have the seal of 
the eourt affixed. 

61. The day on which the seal is affixed to an instrument or 
‘docuinent shall be deemed to be the date of the issue thereof. 

Taxation of costs. 

62. Costs may be taxed by the registrar as well between 
party and party between attorney and client. 

63.. When a bill of costs has been filed for taxation, notice 
shall, as soon ascenveniently may be, be sent to the respec- 
tive attorneys, appointing a time for the taxation. 

64. At the time appointed, if either attorney is present, the 
taxation shall be proceeded with. 

65. After the expiration of a week from the taxation of 
the bill, if there is no obiection thereto, the attorney may 
apply for payment of the same if the amount is to be paid 
out, of moneys in court. 

66. If ina taxation between attorney and client more 
than one-sixth of the bill is struck off, the attorney shall pay 
all the costs attending the taxation. 

67. If either attorney is dissatisfied with the taxation, he 
may within a week thereof give notice to the adverse attorney 
that he will apply to the —* to review the same, and file a 
precipe objecting to the taxation, 


Filing, 

68. All instruments or documents directed to be filed 

be filed with the registrar of the conrt. ppl 
Assessors. 

69. Every attorney requiring the judge tc be assisted 
two nautical asesors shall atthe time of i copes 
pay to the registrar the sum of two gui the anjount 
claim éd does not exceed £100, and four guineas if it “does 
exceed that amount, and such payments shall be con- 
sidered as costs in the suit unless otherwise ordered by the 


70. Where the judge requires the assistance of two nauti- 
cal assessors the above fees shall be paid by the plaintiff or 
his attorney — — We Cee 
unless otherwise ordered by the judge. 

71. Where a suit is adjourned, the plaintiff shall pay the 
assessors’ fees for the day of adjournment forthwith after 
the order of adjournment is made bythe Court. 

72. Upon the filing of the aforesaid prwcipe or upon the 
order of the judge as aforesaid, the registrar shall select 
from the list of assessors the names of two persons whom he 
may, having reference to the nature of the suit to be 
consider can most effectually assist the judge in hearing 
determining it, and shall send to each of such persons by 
Left 3 Pomme A he dene rt ge 

guinea or two guiness, according as the amount claimed 
dhs cult does or does not exened £196. é * 


_ 76. Where plaintiff recovers less than the su claimed, 
ay in 





the scale upon which the costs are to be tax 
the discretion of the Court. 
Common Law Rules. 

77. The rules, orders, practice, and forms in actions i 
the County Courts shall, subject to these orders, be adopted 
with reference to Admiralty suits, so far as they shall be 
spectively applicable, § 


—X 


FORMS. 
No. 1. 
Pracipe to Institute a Suit. 
ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION. 

In the County Court of — holden at ——. 

I, L.M., attorney, hereby institute a suit for [state the 
nature of the suit) on of [state name, ress, and 
description of plaintif’] against [if the owner or owners de not 
known, state the owner or owners unknown of the. property to 
which the suit relates, describing its name and nature and where 
it then is; if known, state name, address, and description of 
party proceeded against, the name and nature of the property to 
which the suit relates, and where it is}, in the sum of [state 
sum in letters] pounds. And I consent that all instruments 
and documents in the said suit may be left for me at [state 
address required by General Order No. 5], [add, where s0 
desired, and I require the summons to be served by the 
bailiff of the court. 

Dated the —— day of ——~, 18—. 

(To be signed by the party, his attorney 
or his olerk for him.) 
No. 2. 
Preeipe for Permission ae Suit to be heard at a Special 
| Place. 


ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION. 


(Title of suit.) 

In the County Court of ———, holden at ——. 

I, X.Z., attorney, do pray that permission may be granted 
for the hearing of this suit at [here state the name of the 
‘place at which and description of the buildiny in which it is 
desired that the sitting should be held, and if t buslding is not 
one in which ae —— reper J sits add, andl 
undertake to hire the use o said building at my expense, 
to. be allowed.as costs in the suit if the Court shall allow 


Dated this —— day of — 18—. 
(To be signed by the party, his attorney 
or his clerk for hin.) 


No. 8. 
Summons. 
ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION. 


[ 
Whereas a suit for [state the natureof the suit) has been 
instituted in ‘this court, on behalf of 4.B.. of —-—», against 
the owner or owners unknown of the [state description of 
vessel}, called the [name of vessel), (whereof C.D, is now or 
lately was master), [where suit 1s against owner or. owners 
unknown of vessel and freight add, and the ht due for 
the ion of the cargo now or lately therein ; 
—2 ne — 33 thereof, and 4 
cargo, an , i, i 
woth te Wadby Solon theseln, with the freight doc 
for the transportation thereof] in the sum of [state sum in 
letters] pounds. 
You are here ira ae in the 
said suit within ye tg Ry 
You are reads carech ae Rent . 
Detar udge court proceed 
and determine Mata gets oF to make stich orders therein 
as to him shall seem’ fit. mFS 
Dated and sealed this —— day of — 18—. 
Registrar of the court. 
To the owner or owners of the [stale 
description and name of vessel) and all 


Serie Mme inetta awed) | 











w-w epsuome  8@ee 8 25. 


ta ae 
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uirer No, 4, 
Summons. 
Apmipatty JuRIspICTION. 
— Court of ——, holden at —. 
tiff [address and description’. 
4 _ ., defendant [address and descr iption]. [Seal.] 
‘Whereas a suit for [state nature of suit] has been instituted 
in this Court on of the peat, against you in the 
gum of [state sum in letters] —“* 
You are hereby summoned to enter an appearance in the 
said suit within four clear days of the service hereof. 


are ze eo wemnet that if you do not enter an appear- 
bb dge of this court will proceed to hear 


ci derming the sls or to make such orders therein 
as to him shall.seem, fit. 
Dated-and sealed this ——- day of ——, 18—. 
Registrar of the Court. 
To the defendant. 


_.NsB.—The attorney for the plaintiff is —— 
of [here state the address given in the precipe]. 
No, 5. 
Warrant of Arrest and Detention. 
ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION 
(Title of suit.) 
In the.County Court of ——., holden at —. 

a suit has been instituted in this court on 
behalf’ of 4. B. of — against the owner or owners of 
[state description and name of vessel or property| in the sam 
of [state sum in letters] pounds. These are therefore to 
require and order you to arrest the said —— and to keep 
the same under safe — until you shall receive further 
orders from this Co 
Given under the wal of the Court this — day of — 


18— 
By the Court. 
Registrar of the Court. 


To the high bailiff of the said court 
~ and others the bailiffs thereof. 


No. 6. 
Notice of Sureties. 
ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION, 
In the County Court ef ——, holden at ——. 
(Title of suit.) 

Take notice that the sureties whom I propose in the above 
suit are [here state the names and additions of the sureties, 
whether housekeepers or Srecholders, and their residences for the 
last six months, therein mentioning the county or city, places, 
atre¢is, and numbers, if any). 

Dated the — day of ——, 18—. 

To A.B. po, like party 3 * whose 
, * 


Sele gas ime ! 


No. 7. 
Affidavit of Fustification. 
Apuraury Jurisprerion. 
Tn the County Court of — holden at ——, 
(Title of suit.) 

I Sg name, address, and description) “=< of the proposed 
in this suit, make oath and say, lam worth 
more than the sum of grag the'sum in ito in which bail 

is to be given] pounds the payment of all my debts. 

ange of surety.) 

the ——~ day 


2* Of —-—,.18-—, the said - was duly 
»y Before me — 


[$eal.] 


=e this affidavit, at —. 


Bait Bond. 
Apmimantr Junrepicrion. 
) Inthe County Qourt — holden at — 


een [or ——— 





the said ·— shall not pay what may be adjudged against 
him [or them] in —— with costs, execution. may 
issue forth against us, our heirs, executors, and administra- 
on our goods.and chattels, for a sum not exceeding [state 
sum in letters] pounds. 
(Signatures of sureties.) 
The bail bond was signed by the said —— and — 
the sureties, the —— day. of ——, 18—. 


Before me, 
Registrar of the Court, 
or one of his clerks. 
No. 9. 
Order of Release. 
ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION. 
(Title of suit.) 

In the County Court of ——, holden af ——. 
_. You are hereby authorised and directed to release ge —* 

now under arrest ‘of this Court by virtue of ifs warfaii 
upon the payment of all costs, charges, and expenses “4 

tending e'¢ y thereof. 

su under the seal of the Court, this —— day of-—, 


[Seat } 


By the Court. 


Registrar of the Court, 
To the high bailiff of the said Court 
and others the bailiffs thereof. 


No. 10. 
Preecipe to enter an Appearance. 
ApMiRatty JURISDICTION. 
In the County Court of ——, holden at —-. 
(Title of suit.) 

I, R. 8. attorney, hereby enter an appearance on behalf 
state name, address, and description of party) in the suit for 
state nature of suit] which has been instituted in this court 

on behalf of [state namé, address, and description of plaintif) 
against [state against whom the suit is instituted) And I con- 

sent ot thas all instruments and documents in the suit may be 

9 for me at [state‘address required by General Order. No. 


Jated the — day of ——, 18—. 
(To be signed by the defendant his 
attorney or his clerk for him.) 


No. 11, 
Notice of Hearing. 
ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION. 
In the County Court of ——, holden at ——. 
(Title of suit.) [Sead.] 
Take notice that this suit will be heard at a court to be 
holden on the —— day of ——, at [here state where Court is 
to b¢ held), at the hour v of -—e'eleale i the — noon. 
Dated and sealed this —— day of —~, 18—. 
Registrar of the Court. 
To the plaintiff and defendant, 
- No.-12. 
Order of Transfer to High Court of Admiralty. 
Adumatry Jvnisprcrron. 
‘In the County Court of — holden at — 
Title. of suit.) [ Seat,] 
at the ahient of this suit exceeds the 
— of amount of the A of 


suit be —— Ad- 


eo the proceedings that have been had 


ven under the seal of the court, this ——~ day of — 


* By the Court. 


Rogistrar of the Court. 

No, 13. 
Order of Transfer te County. Court or the High Court 
"4 “” Admiralty. * v 


' (Sead }> 
frtidiess'w tah, Wath hades teeta Gad Wes suit could 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Feb. 13,1869. 





= 





be more conveniently prosecuted in the county court of ——~ 
holien at ——, appointed to have Admiralty jurisdiction 
{or in the High Court of Admiralty], it is ordered that this 
suit be erred to the said court, together with the pro- 
ceedings that have been had therein in this court. 

— under the seal of the court this — day of ——, 


By the Court. 
Registrar of the Court. 
No. 14. 
Final Decree or Order. 
ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION. 

In the County Court of, — holden at ——. 

(Title of suit.) [ Seal.] 

It is this day decreed that the plaintiff 4. B., of — do 
recover against the defendant 2 defendants] C. D., of 
— the sum of —— pounds [in a suit for salvage, for ser- 
vices rendered to the A seme vessel; or in a suit for towage, 


for services rendered in towing the said vessel ; or in a suit 
Sor necessaries, for necessaries supplied to the said vessel ; 
or in @ suit for wages, for wages in respect of services ren- 
dered on board the said vessel; or in a suit for damage 


to cargo, for damage caused to the cargo carried in the said 
vessel ; or in a suit for damage by collision, for damage caused 
to the said vessel by the defendant's vessel the [the deserip- 
tion and name of the vessel which caused the damage], together 
with the costs of this suit. 

And it is ordered that the defendant [or defendants] do 

y the same to the plaintiff or his attorney within — 

ys [add where the name of the defendant is known, and 
that in default thereof the registrar shall, upon the ap- 
plication of the plaintiff or his attorney, issue a warrant 
— —— against the vessel or property of the defen- 


Sanaa ender the seal of this court, this —— day of ——, 


By the Court. 
Registrar of the Court. 


No. 15. 
Pracipe for a Warrant of Execution. 
ApMIRALTY JvuRIspICTION, 


In the County Court of ——, holden at——. 
(Title of suit.) 

_ 1, S. B., attorney, do require a warrant of execution to 
issue against the goods of C. D., of —, who was ordered 
by decree of this Court of the — day of ——, 18—, to 
pay to the plaintiff or myself, as his attorney, the sum 
of ——— pounds for [here insert for what the sum was ordered 
to be paid), and who has not paid the said snm as so 


Dated the —— day of ——, 18—. ; 
(Signature of attorney.) 
No. 16. 
Warrant of Execution against the Vessel or Property of 
Defendant. 
ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION. 
In the County Court of ——, holden at ——. 


(Title of suit.) 


[ Seal.] 


[Seat] 





such part or so much thereof as may be sufficient to satisfy 


this execution, and the costs of and executing the 
same, and to pay what you shall have so levied to the 
trar of this court, and make return of what you have dong 
under this warrant immediately upon the execution 

Given under the seal of the Court, this -— day of — 


| or ates et 
— Court 
To the high bailiff of the said court, 
and others the bailiffs thereof. 


No. 17. 
Order for Transfer of Sale to High Court of Admiralty, 
ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION, : 
In the County Court of holden at ————-, ; 
(Title of “suit.) [ Seal.) 
Whereas in a suit instituted in this court on behalf of 
4.B., of ——, against [state name of defendant] the judge 
of thjs court has ordered [here insert the terms of the decry 
or order]. And whereas the plaintiff [or defendant] in the 
said suit is desirous that the sale of the vessel should be 
conducted in the High Court of “ory ¢ and has given 
security for the sum of ten pounds. Now I, 4.B., attorney, 
pray that an order to transfer the proceedings for sale to the 
aid raf Court of Admiralty do issue. 
Dated the —— day of ——, 18—, 
Signature of attorney. 
I hereby certify that the security above mentioned hay 


been duly completed. 
Registrar of the Court. 
I hereby order the transfer to be made as ed. 
Judge of ourt, 


No. 18. 
Pracipe for paying in Money. 
ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION. 
(Title of suit.) 

In the County Court of ——-, holden at —~. 

I, A.B, of ——, do pay the sum of [state sum in letters} 
pounds into court in this suit at the request and by the 
authority of ——, he having agreed to pay [or tender] the 
same in settlement of the claim of the plaintiff [or as the case 


may be]. 
Dated the —— day of ——, 18—. 
(To be signed by the party, his attorny, 
or his clerk for him.) 


No. 19, 
Summons to Assessors. 
ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION. 
[Seat.} 
In the county court of ——, holden at — 
(Title of suit.) 

You are hereby summoned to appear and serve as an as- 
sessor in this court at the ——, on the — day of — 
18—, at the hour of — in the —— noon, to assist the 
4a of this court in the hearing and 
of this suit, and in default of attendance you will be 
liable to a’penalty of a sum not exceeding five s, under 
section 15 of the County Courts Admiralty Jur m Act, 


1868. 
Dated and sealed this — day of — 18—, 
Registrar of the Court. 





To — of 
No. 20. 
Order fining an Assessor for Non-attendance, 
ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION. 
In the County Court of — holden at ——. 
(Title of suit) i 
— summoned to a serve 
Whereas was duly summ —— — 


‘| as an assessor at a court holden at —— on 
; sions cause shown, to 


jqciven ander the seal of the Court this ——= day’ of —» 


7 ee On 


Fe 


\\ 


a ee ee 7 


* J2iteSH 


gS ; 


Saecbi¢ 


F 
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No. 21 
Apmmatty J — 


“Wor or Fovat Dzcrzz on Orpen, made on the 


“Under 31 & 32 Vict. c. ms 8. 24, and: 42 ne No. 33. 


In the COUNTY COURT of — 


~ holden at 





—N— —ꝰ 


Nature or Suir. 





— 
Christian Name. 


Place, Street, &e., of Residence 


or Place of Business. 





Plaintiff. 








— 























NOTE OF FINAL DECREE OR ORDER. 


Thereby certify that the above is a correct note. 
Dated this 


Registrar, 





’ day of 18 


(This return must be made on a half-sheet of foolscap paper.) 


* Where not known, state “ the owners of the vessel named the 


No. 22. 
Apuimatty Svurrs Boox. 
Fro forma. 


SCHEDULE I. 


Fees to be taken in County Courts having ADMTRALTY 
JURISDICTION, 














Suit for damage by collision, in- 

stitated on behalf of A. B. of 

the owner or 

owners, 
named. “The Kate,” lyi 

——, within the district of the 
court, in the sum of £200, 

Attorney for the plaintiff, Mr. Z. 


M., of ——. 
Application made for arrest; affi- 
avit filed; warrant issued, the 
evidence satisfactory. 

Application for judge's permission 
for suit to be heard at ——. 

Appearance’ entered by. C. D,, of 
ppearance en y C o 
——, ‘attorney for defendant, 
R. 8, of —. 

The suit having been heard the 
Court decreed that [Aere set forth 
the decree]. If any further pro- 
ceedings had they should be entered 

—— in same manner. 














Mex. 10 BE PLACED AT YooT oF EVERY Summons, Norice, 
Dacnzr, Onpgr, WARRANT, OR ANY OTHER PRocEss oF 


ge ol 
og ah the ollios. od. hs ‘ncand of 
— 


5 — —— o will be 


Scale of Allowance to Witnesses, 





Fees to be taken by 
Registrar and ac- 


id over to the 
urer. 


the fe of the 
= or fraction of * 


mile from the office to 
sitting. 














Fees to be taken by the Registrar 
for his own use, 


5 
3 
t 
z 


Exceeds £20} 
and does no 
wy rie 





o th 


On every institution of suit, 
& thereon 


mm poten wo FP 
co of @a90 ao — 
oe ec eco coc th 

toro aan ao FP 
@° eo coco o 
e ecco e900 3o & 
tc wet “ingen ~3 FP 


— 
— 


rat he hearing 
it under Rule 3 . 
re the Court is to sit 


| heaing of sult beyond 
— 











of Gan a 


o 
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Fees to be taken by the Registrar 
for his own use. 


Where the amount claimed 





Does not 


exceeds &£ 
exceed £20, /224 does not, 


A When the Ameen daa? 





; Fees to be taken for the use of 
ee Sa 


Does not 
exceed £20, 





athoree snovar Bam pe 
place of sitting, 
each mile. 


When the r cannot 
return en ha 

For drawing final decree .. 

For filing an affidavit or 
other document, not being 
a dosument annexed to an 


For every office copy of a 
document in the lish 
language per folio 

For * pis of paper 
in a fo , Or 
of shorthand writers’ oe 
reporters’ notes, or of a! 
stracts or translations 
made in the office, in 
addition to the eve 


On a receipt for mon or 
—— (only one fee to 
aken however 


many may 
se-inclpapinsenennitean in 
at one time) .. eeece 

— on monies paid 

pth me het J 
for every £50 or 
— ** 

From a person who is not 
& party in the suit, nor 
his atto » nor the 
clerk of the ates 


making and trans- 
mitting note of any de- 
—* or order —— rule 
moots i ina suit in which 


ite. and which "hea been 
terminated 


seeenseeoos 


& sd, 














$ a d. 
For service of summons or 
if served with- 
in three miles of regis- 
trar’s office 
served 


— ce on Court if ‘re- 
quired by judge, where 
sally for’ the hearing of 
c ‘or the hearing o 
a suit under Rule 3 

On execution of a warrant 
of arrest of a vessel or 


property . 
On keeping possession of a 
or p to in- 
clude the cost of a vessel 
keeper, if * 


Tf execution had at a pl | 
er distance than three 
miles from ___registrar’s 
office, reasonable expenses 
for travelling and main- 


tenance 

On saleof vessel or property, 
including inventory, for 
every £50 or fraction 
thereof.. 

For service ot summons “of 
commitm: 

—— 


Gonvepanes fog l, 
To the preted ve for os 
praisement of a vessel, in- app 


—— inventory. 





— — 


SCHEDULE VI. 





it travelling and 
penses for trav: 

maintenance if the vessel is 
beyond three miles from 


registrar's office. 


010 0 
0 5 0 


10 0 
'0 1 0 
per cent. on the 


value of the pro. 
th reasonable ex. 





Cosrs and CHARGES to be paid to Counsgn and ArroRNEvi: 
AT-LAW: under the County. Courts ADMIRALTY JURIs 
DicTion Act, 1868, between party and party. 








Instructions to sue or defend .......... * 
Sedans’ for —— ed cg * 
mdance on the registrar, filling up 
and lea recipe, and obtainin 
the Sook ; or iaatrament foe 
which ‘the required, in- 
S⁊ *1 seal of the 


4* any —* or summons on & 
attorney, including copy 


omer egcree 


4 ⸗226 


— — regis. 


——— 


ger·⸗ ome 


e —⸗22 —x— 


Ps lial — lh 


re so : 











(28) Fe 


Bl 
oom 
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not exceed- 


ing £100. 





Copy brief, per folio, and necessary 
ocuments to accompany same 

Attending counsel therewith 

Fee to counsel and clerk, sum paid not 
exceeding 

If conference with counsel allowed, ap- 
pointing it and attending counsel .. 

Fee to counsel and clerk on conference 

Attending court on trial, with counsel 

Attending court and condueting suit, 
where no counsel employed 

Where (5 ara is deferred, attending 
court to 

Witnesses’ expenses, ‘according to scale 
in force. 


Occasional Costs. 
order of transfer... 

Notice of application for a new “trial, 
or to set aside proceedings, ineluding 
copies or duplicate originals and ser- 
vice, and attending registrar of the 
court therewith, such notices and 
copies being signed by the attorney 

Any attendance which the registrar 
may think was nece 

All necessary affidavits, not exceeding 
five folios including filing, each 

For every additional foli bs 

Oath (sum paid), 

Attending court to support or op 
any * geese! or motion without 
COUNSE! 65. ...000 

Attending in the last-mentioned cases 

th counsel .. 

Fee to counsel and clerk not exceeding 

Attorney’s travelling expenses to atten 
court or an examiner, where the 
place of sitting ‘in either case is be- 

yond three miles of the ails 
ve in the cpition: of th 

ere, e opinion e —— 

he cannot return the same night, in 

addition to the above mileage... ...., 

* attendanee on an examiner, which 

the registrar may, ** — 
think was necessary .. — 

When the attendane is longer than 
one hour, then for every ' tional 
hour or part of an hour .... 

—— documents per 


Plans and charts to be allowed b 
— order of judge, * exc 


Ing . 
Attending turing ‘costs... 
lin folio... oe 
Letters and —5* sages {tb ai allowed once 
in the suit only)... 
Costs oF THE DAY OW ADJOURNMENT. 
—— court vhere no counsel em- 


ployed 
Attending with counsel. 
yess fee to counsel and lock, hot 


— 


Witnesses expenses ‘same as on trial. 


Coats on APPE 
Propariag notice * — 


*2 


——* stay 
Appli mn — 


PPE emo —— 





£ 


0 
0 


2S Boo eo we &] S 








N.B.—The is to tax the bills of costs of defen- 
dants upon the lower scale when the suit is for a sum not 
exceeding £100, and upon the higher when it exceeds: 
£100 ; * the bills of costs of plaintiffs upon the lower 
seale when the sum recovered does not exceed £100, and 

upon the higher when it exceeds £100, unless in either 
case the judge shall otherwise order. 


Costs BETWEEN ATTORNEY AND CLIENT 
* be allowed on the above scale, with * additions 
ereto as the rar may on consideration special cir- 
cumstances tae ae to 4 


In Suits ENTERED 1x THE CourT BY AGREEMENT OF 
Parties 

under paragraph 4 of section 3 of the County Courts Ad- 
miralty J ction Act, 1868, the costs shall be allowe ¢ 
on the scale of costs allowed in the High Court of Ad- 
miralty if the attorneys shall agree in the memorandum 
that they shall be so allowed, and if no such agreement 
shall be made, then according to the County Court Ad- 
miralty scale as between attorney and client. 


HATHERLEY, C. 
R. PuiLipwork, Judge of the High Court 
of Admiralty. 


James STaANSFELD, Jr. Commissioner of 
the —— 
o. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. | 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
PRELIMINARY EXaMINatIon. 

The Preliminary Examination in General —2 will 
take place on Wednesday the 7th and Thursday the 8th 
July, 1869, and will comprise :— 

aloud a passage from some English author. 

: Writing from dictation. 

3. English Grammar. 

4. Writing a short English composition. 

5, Arithmetic—A competent knowledge of the first four 
rules, simple and compound. 

6. Geography of Europe and of the British Isles. 

7. History—Questions on English 

8. Latin—Elementary knowledge of Latin. 

9. 1. Latin. 2. Greek, Ancient or Modern, 3; Freneh. 
4. German. 5. Spanish. 6. Italian, 

The Special Examiners Rave selected the following books, 
in which candidates will be examined in —— * num- 
—* 9 at the Examination on the 7th and. 8th July, 
1869 :— 

In Latin .. 


In Greek 


. Cicero, Pro. Milone, or Horace, Odes, 
Book II. 


s . Xenophon, M 
In Modern Greek comet Git fs do en ‘ea Bn * 


In French . 
VIL, and Seer or Racine, 
In German — Gains Schiller, 
‘ ; or 
1 E 
Spanish. . . Cervantes, uixote, cap. xv. to Xxx. 
—8 inclusive, or Moratin, El Si de 


las Ninas. 
In Italian. - . Manzoni’s I Promessi Sposi, cap. i. to viii 
both inclusive, or Tasso’s 
4, 5, and 6 cantos ; and Volpe’s Eton 
Italian Grammar. 


With reference to the subjects numbered 9, each candi- 
date will be examined in one Ian, only, according to 
his selection. Candidates will havo the choice of either of 
the above-mentioned works, 
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in vhich Sey prope to be examined, the place. at which 
they wish to be examined, and their age and place of educa- 
tion. All notices should be addressed to the Secretary of 
the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, W.C. . * 


EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
. SOCIETY 


Hilary Term, 1869. 
Finat Examination. : 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the 
roll of attorneys and solicitors of the superior courts, the 
examiners recommended the following gentlemen, under the 
age of 26, as being entitled to honorary distinction:—- 

Courrney Srannore Kenny, who served his clerkship 
to Messrs. Rudd & Kenny, of Halifax; Messrs. Adam 
i —— of Halifax ; and Emmets, Watson, & Emmet, of 

nm " 

Frayx Bacon Grey, who served his clerkship to Messrs, 
Dibb & Atkinson, of Leeds; and Messrs. Hawkins, Pater- 
son, Snow, & Burney, of London. 

Wittus Henry Brook, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
John William Danby, of Lincoln; and Messrs. wkins, 
Paterson, Snow, & Burney, of London. 

Epwarp Wim Beat, B.A.,.who served his clerkship 
to Messrs. Williams & James, of London. 

The Council of the In Law Society have ac- 
cordingly awarded the following prizes of books :— ° 

To Mr. Kenny, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clifford’s-inn ; and also asa mark of peculiar distinction, 
one of the prizes of the Incorporated Law Society. 

To Mr. Grey, the prize of the Henourable Society of 
Clement’s-inn. 

To Mr. Brook and Mr. Beal, prizes of the Incorporated 
Law Society. 

The examiners also certified that the following candidates, 
under the age of 26, whose names are placed in alphabetical 
order, passed examinations which entitle themto commenda- 
tion :-— 

James Wittcox Axsor, B.A., who served his clerkship 
to Messrs. Avison, Boult, & Maples, of Liverpool. 

James AnpREW ConsETT, whe served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Luard & Sherley, of Cardiff. 

Cuantes Cosrexer, who served his clerkship to Messrs 
Dawes & Sons, of London, 

Hersert Caanmer Harvey, B.A., who served his clerk- 
ship to Messrs. Whitley & Maddock, of Liverpool. 

y Jouyn Osnonne, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Pinchard & Shelton, of Wolverhampton; and 
Mesers. Smith, Fawdon, & Low, of London. 
— Puicuarp, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
landy & Blandy, of Reading ; and Messrs. Gregory, Row- 
cliffes, & Rawle, of London. 7” 

Wirtiuam Woop, B.A., who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Daniel Dunnett, of Uttoxeter; and Messrs. Field, Roscoe, 
Field, & Francis, of London. ; 

Lizweixs Maicotm Wren, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. ——— Wynne, of London. , 

Anruvr Youne, LL,D., who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Thomas Young & Son, of London. 

— council have accordingly awarded them certificates 
of merit. 

The examiners further announced to the follewing candi- 
- date, that his anewers to the questions at the examination 
were highly satisfactory, and would have entitled him to a 
certificate of merit if he had not been above the-age of 26:— 

Epwaxp Axoyze, who served his clerkship to Mr. Thomas 

- Argyle, of Tamworth. 

The number of candidates examined in this term was 113 ; 

of these 102 passed and 11 were postponed, 








Maycurstren Law Cizex’s Fuienpiy Society.—A so 
in celebration of the 20th of this 
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COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
CAUSE LIST. 
Sittings after Hilary Term, 1869. 
Before the LoRD CHANCELLOR and the Lorps Justicgs, 
Appeals. 


1867. 
Forbes v Steven, Mackenzie v 
Forbes, Forbes v Bowman 
(W.—June 15) 


1868. 
Downs v Herne Bay, Hampton 
and Reculver Fishery Co. (S. 
—Aug. 8) 


1869. 

Att-Gen. Pad a yon sig 
&c., Sydney Sussex College, 
Cantintdge (R.—-Jan. 15) 

Att-Gen. v Master, Fellows, 
&c., Sydney Sussex College, 
Cambridge (R.—Jan. 15) 

Cruse v Paine (G.—Jan. 11) 

Mills v Trumper (S.—Jan. 
1 


v Elderfield (G.— 
Jan. 7 P 
Hicks v Powell (G.—Jan. 15) 


Fowler v Fowler (R.—Jan, 23) 
Brown v Bell (R.—Jan. 23 
Hurst v Green (R.—Jan., 
Martin v Powning (S.—Jan 


sarin v Powning (S,—Jan, 
** v. Robins (J.—Jan. 


The one aes iif Assur- 
ance and Honesty Guarantee 
Society v Edwards (R.—Jan 


27) 
—_— v Craddock (R.—Jan, 


Stiff v Local Board of East- 
bourne (S.—Jan. 29 

Reeve v Whitmore, in v 
Whitmore (M.—Feb. 1.) 

ween v Walters (8.—Feb. 


) 
Att-Gen. v Stroud (S.—Feb. 4) 


Before the MASTER orf THE ROLLs. 
- Causes, Fc. 


Collins v Collins. md 

Newbery v The Commissioners 
of her Majesty’s Works. and 
Public Buildings. md 

Villiers v Dierden. md 

Tricks v Hobbs. md 

Thwaites vy Thwaites. md 

Simpson v Ring. md 

Swan v Cam md 

Speary v Speary. c 

Long v Iggulden. md 

The Madrid Bank (Limited) v 
Pelly. md 

Bowen v Handley. md 

Clark v Eversfield. md 

Greenwood v Smith. md 

Meryett v Martin. md 

Margrave v Harries. md 

Gwynne v Gell. c. 

Stewart v Gladstone. fc & pet 

Cadbury v Smith. md 

Crickmore v Freestone. m 4d, 


pt hd 

Crossley v Dixon. c (Feb. 11) 

Bigge v Darnell. c 

Harri v The Millwall 
Iron Works, ey agy & 
Graving Docks Co. (Limitéd) 


md, w 
Roberts v The Great Eastern 


Ry. Co. md 
Peters v Elliott. c, w (Feb. 


10 
Thovnoroft v Wells. c, w 
(Feb. 10) 
Bear v Weymouth. md 
Parsons v Freeman. m d 
bh =e ing v M Metropolitan 


posse ati v De Crespigny, 


m 
Dell v Friend. c, set down at 
request of defendants 
Bennett v Bennett. md 
Iago v O’Dogherty. md 
Cartwright v Ridley. fc 
Swann v Jones. md 
Dalton v Kemp. f ¢ &sto 


vary 

Pratt v Spooner. m d 

Armitage v Ashton. fc 

The Agra Bank (Limited) v 
Barry. m 

In re Je deceased, 
Prosser v Jenkins. fc 

Hardwick v Yates. md 

Banks v Barnes. f.c 

Cooper v Dixon. md 

Terry v Jay. c 

In re Mackenzie, Drummond v 
Oakes. fc 


Lancaster v Lancaster. fc 
Jackson v Henderson. fc 
Hale v The Metropolitan Ry. 


0. C 
Smith v Weguelin. md 
Clark v Shirley. md 
Weston v coopers. md 
Hickley vy Markham. ‘md 
Bilbee v Alexander. fc 
Tibbitts v Dickson. -m d 
Avison v Deane. md 
Bingley v Pewtreys. md 
Keene v Holdway. md 
Tann v Tann, Gravatt v Tann. 
fc&s. 
Physick v Harvey. md 
Grissell v Money, md 
Webb v Wyld. co 


- Reese River Silver Mining Co 


16) 
Cameron v Campbell. fc & 
to vary 
Ayling v Beattie. md 
or ve, Joscelyne v Wade. 
c 


bh v M h. md 
Dison v Morley. “fc 


B M : 
— 
v Barlow. c 
—— Co, of Tealand 
v . m 
432 Estate. Griffiths 


vJohn. fc 
Foster vy Pullen. md 


v Atwell, md 
Beachey v Hooper. md 
Hawes v Wilson, c pro 
Sutcliffe v Knowles, Gubbins 
v Knowles, fo 
Ashton v Ashton. fc 
* v The Denbigh & 
7 xithin & Corwen By. Co. 
‘ : 


Ackroyd v 
Leek v Leek. fc 
vy Ford, md 
pson v Moss, md 
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Betfore the Vice-Chancellor Stn Joux Stuart. 
Causes, §e. 


Mediterranean Hotel Co. 
(Limited) v Rayment. m d 
Duncan v Pond. fe 
O'Malley v Blease. md pt hd 
{ist cause day after term) 
Lamprell v Mortlock. o, wit 
Fox v Amherst, Conyers v 
, Fox v Neville, Fox 
v Fox. fe 
Woodhouse v Woodhouse, m d 
ley v Bates. md, pt hd 
——— 
C v Whitby. m 
ey Ackers. £c&s8 
The Tamar Coal, Manure & 
General — Co. v 


wd 
Dear y Verity. ¢ (3rd cause 


da’ - 
wep Vanderzee. ¢, wit 
Cook v Addison. m d, wit 
Burd vy Burd, sub f c 
Ellis v Webb. md 
Rowe v Langley. fc 
Lowe v Liddell. c 
Astley y Thorneloe. f o 
Symonds v.Gray. fc 
bury v Johnson, fc 
Stutely v Kepp. fc 
Clark v Wilson. fc 
Walker vCole. md 
Wriford v Glubb. fc 
Wriford v Wriford. fo &s8 
Lambe v Lambert. md 
Matveieff v De Vecchj. md 
Morris v Di . md 
Turner v Turner. fc 
Parnaby v Moore. md 
Mills v Pickstone. md 
Macann v Borradaile. c 
Wright v Tanner. fc. 
Perram v Metropolitan Ry. 
Co. md 
Beaumont v Farrer. fc &s 
Cooper vy Gordon. md. 
Shortridge v Howell. fc 
Wright v Carr. c 
Bain v Sadler. m d 
ood v Ellam. fc 
Pearson v Briggs. fe & 8 
Clerihew v Lascelles. 
Atchbutt v Archbutt. fe 
M v Britten. fo 


&s 
Guyton v Short. fc 
Ewart v Chubb. fc 


Fallows v Slatter. . a oe 
d 


un: 
Fendall v . 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Rreuarp Mauna. 
Causes, $c. 


fleard v Pilley. dem of 
deft W. Pilley 

* v Same. dem of Sug- 
len 

Johnsou v Hi . ¢, wit 

Taternatisnal Bonk (Limited) 
v Gladstone. m d 

Paton v Cladish.* md 

Justice v ab md 

Marriott v Abell, fo, pt hd 

Watson, oc 


wirke v Marks. © 


Martyn’ Willyams, 
Vv 
Lewis v Allenby. md 
Ingle v Watson. fc 
Stephenson v Parkyns. md 
—— v Parkyas. md 
v Thorn, md 
Jackson v Jackson. fc 
Lowe v Moore. fc 
Phillips v Homfray. md 
dy land. md 
y The Tottenham and 
Hampstead Junction Ry. 
Co.md 
Alton v Harrison, Poyser v 
Harrison. f c 
Harrison v Swanston. m d 
Cottrell v Cottrell. fc 
—* emg 4 d 
v Lee. m 
Hulbrow v Drew. fe 
Moore v Franklin. c 
Jack y Jack. md 
Wilde vy Sennett. fc & 3s 


——— 
v soh. Cc 


Consitt v Darrel, md 


Sharp v De. St Sauveur. 
Wootton v Wootton. md 
Foord v Thomas. fc 
Salkeld v Salkeld. md 
Foster v Akers. fc 
Cox v Phillips. md 
Beaumont, Bart., v The Colne 
Valley and Halstead Ry. Co. 
m 


Brewn v Rugg. md 
Williams v Haythorne. f c 
Price v Peppercorne. f c 
Skidmore v Bradford. fc 
Hammonds v Barrett, m d 
Galt v London and South Wes- 
tern Bank. c 
Giffard v Williams. md 
re — f u 
unt v The Tendring Hun- 
dred Ry. Co. md; 
Knowles v Batchelor. m d 
Swan v Swan. md 
Nanson v Barnes. fc, p & 8 
(Feb, 10 
Lo v — c 
goon v cer. fe 
Waller v Co . mad 
Dunn v Brodie. md 
Whiting v Bassett. md 
Locke v Satchell. md 
Miller v Miller. o 


Boultbee v Tucker. c 
Kennedy v Wakefield. md 


fe 


Taylor v Dowlen, md 

Bates v Gaylor. md 
v 

Porrin v 


The London & North Western 
Ry. Co. v The Metropolitan 
Ry. Carriage : Wagon Co, 


Penny v Penny. md 
Morgan v Thomas. m da 
Narraway v.Benttio. md 
bps lh . ma 

vd md 
Aylward v Dedman. fe 
Agra 





Hodgkinson v- Woolliscroft. 


md 
Ponsford vy Widnell; md 
Cutler v Savill. md 
Pattenson v Sutton. md 
Deakin v Spittle. fc 
Chapman v Hodgkin. md 
Alston v Orme. fe 
Reay v Skilbeck. fo 
Catling v The Great Northern 
Ry. Co. md 
raddon v Kelly, Braddon v 
Guerritore. subfc 
Best vy Minns. c 
Skirrow v Skirrow. fc 
Agra Bank (Limited) v The 
Queensland S Investment 
Crossley ¥ Derving 4 
ley v Do . « 
Green ¥ Taylor. md 
Wrench y Wynne. fe 
ey v Wenn. md 
Wadsworth v Johnson. md 
lis v Cave. c 
ill vy Royds. md 
Cahill vy Moreton. c 
Marling v The Stonehouse & 
Nailsworth Ry. Co. md 
Langton v Garniss, md 
— v ya md 
rittan v plete. 
Shaw v Wilson. fc 
Pronje vy Matthews. md 
Gardner v Durrant.  ¢, ‘wit, 
pt hd 
Lewis v Matthews. fc 
Briant v Tebbut. fc 
Martin v Webster. md 
Thody v Jones. md 
Catling v Gardner. c 
Brune v Sawle. sp c 
—— a 
mith v Shepherd. sp c 
Earl of Jersey v The Briton 
* Floating Dock Co. 


m 
Wilson vy The Tottenham and 
Hampstead Junction Ry. 


Co. c¢ 
Barclay v The Metropolitan 
Ry. Co. c i 
Hobson v Aspinall. m @ 


md 


Sa vy Savage. md 
“Tho Salisbury Dorset Junc- 


tion Ry. Co.v Churchill. . c 
In re Peterson’s Estate, Peter- 
son v Peterson. fc 
Jodrell v Stratton. md 
Stolworthy v Sancroft. fc 
Hammond v Hammond, m d 
Nowell v Nowell. c 
Jarvis v Mitchell. md 
Shuter v Hill. fc 


Mair v Mair. md pt hd 
Chichester v Marques of Done- 
gal. ex to an 


Teanc v Hughes. md 


Robinson v c 
Suteliffev Howard. md 
The Portsmouth, Portsea, 
Go & South Hants 
7 y Co. v Beldham. f 
c 5 to 
Lawton y Pept 
1C. Vv m 
Weeks v Jackson. c, wit 
Empson v Rhodes, m d 
Jodrell v Jodrell. md 
Breckon v Russell. md 
Mackie v Euro; Assurance 


ety. m 
— v The Hoylake Ry. 
6. C 
Mason v Benson. md 
Thornton v Daventry Ry. Co. 
m 


d ° 
Robarts v Moore. md 
—— Pavey ec ‘. 

oventry vy Morris. m 
—— vDoune. fo - 
ayhow v George. m 
Roope v M i 


- Ry, Co. md 
Steels v The Midland Ry. Co. 
m 


Capper v Simanides. md 
Simmonds v Brooks. md 


Powell v Riley. md 
Senior v Senior. spc 
Newman v Burton. md 
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‘Vestry of the Parish, of St 
Pads, Middlesex, v The 
Guardians of the Poor of St 
Pancras, Middlesex. “sp ¢ 

Other vy Smurthwaite. c, wit 
(Feb. 15) 

The Devon & Somerset Ry. 
Co. v_ The London and 
South Western-Ry. Co. md 


Bly v Barfoot. m 

Smith vy Ashb Ry. Car- 
Hoge end Iron Co. (Lhinited). 
aa. 

Slade v. Barlow.” .m d 

“Tolson v Kaye. md 

Ware v . md 


aye y Myers, md 
; ; 


—* Bedford v Bothamley. 


m 

Hoskins v Campbell. f c 

Gibbon v Ca: ay 7 
v Brown. md 

Dundas v Jeffreys. md 

Paul v Paul. m 

Hornsby v Bird. md 


Giffard. v Wyley. 

Elwon v Spark. md 

Payne v Parker. fc. 

Davies v Davies. md 
Russell v Hathaway. c 
Franks v Elmslie. m d 

Lord Dundonald v Masterman. 


c 
Manns v The Isleof Wight Ry. 
Co.md 


Feilden v Slater. c 

The. British and Foreign Ry. 
Plant Co. (Limi 2 The 
—— 

ron Co. i m 

Durnford v Shi md 

Brickenden ‘v ‘Williams. f 

The United States of Aisha 
v McRae. ‘e 

Boulton. v Chalkey,. md 

Wright v Peachey. md 

The Provincial Cor- 
poration (Limited) v Tillett. 
m 


Denny v Fennelly. ¢ 
White v Chinnock. md 
Fitch v Holland. ¢ 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Last Quvoritrion, Feb. 12, 1869. 
[Prom the Oficial List of the actual business ¢ 


GCVERNM 


ransacted.) 


ENT FUNDS. 

Annuities, April, ’85 12} 

Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Ex Bills, £1000, per Ct,7 p m 
Ditto, £500, Do 7 pm 


ENDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Andia Stk., 1 Ct. 74, 212 
Ditto or eed 
per 4 

Ditto for — 


Ditto 4 per Oct. "88 1023 


Ditto, ditto, 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 92} 


ind. Enf, Pr.;'5pC., Jan.’72 110} 
Nn among 

tures, per Cent., 
A 64 — 


Do. Do.,5 per Cent. Aug. °73 105 
Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000 26 pn. 
Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 26 pm. 


Ditto, 
Ditto 





RAILWAY STOCK. 





lf 


. |Closing prices 





Railways. 


F 


Bristol and Exeter ........................... 


78 





Glasgow and South-Wes 
Great Eastern 


Ordinary Stock —* 
Do., East Anglian Stock, No.2 ..... 
Great Northern 


1 80 
tern 100 





113 





Do., A Stock* 








Great Southern and —— of Ireland! 


| 100} 11% 
92 


130 


a 








at 
igi" 
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Mowzx Mauxer ax 
The funds have this week 
slightly 


p City IxTeLiigEnce, 





a 
Mutual Investment Loan and Discount Company the report was 
adopted, and @ dividend declared of 10 per cent. free ‘of income 
tax, 

In the Bail Court on Wednesday, several jurymen complained 
that they had not received their summonses until late last night, 
and the same had’ occu in other’ cases. Mr.’ Justice Lush 
said: it ‘should be inquired 'into ; it was too bad.» They ‘were 
entitled: to two clear days’ notice, and he should’ advise them in 
future not to attend unless properly served. He: understood it 


was the fault of: the parties in not giving due notice: to’ the 
sheriff. 


In the spring of last year we drew attention to. some state. 
ments which were madé at one of the’ police courts reflecting 
seriously on the character of Mr. Gill, a barrister of the Inner 
Temple. It’ was alleged that while acting as counsel in 9 
Chan suit for ‘a lady he used his influence in an unpro- 
fessional manner, and had obtained control over a_sum of money 
which wasinvolvedin the suit. The benchers of the Inuer Tem- 
ple, aftera searching investigation of the matter, considered the 
charge proved, and made an order disbarring Mr. Gill. 
this decision Mr. Gill appealed to the judges of the Su,reme 
Courts of Common ‘Law, before whom the whole of the evi- 
dence taken before the benchers has been reviewed and counsel 
— on “ sides. A 7] * ye a dh A sig tae 

e complete exoneration o . Gill, the ju vi 

: sh of the 


unanimously determined that the order of the 

Inner Temple disbarring Mr. Gill must be set aside, and 
acquit him of conduct’ unbefitting a counsel or derogatory 
the character ofan honourable man.— Pall Mall Gazette. 

The following very sensible letter has been addressed by the 
new Vicé-Chancellor of the Duchy of .Lancaster to the j- 
dent of the Liverpool Law Society :—“ Dear Sir,—I am sin- 
cerely obliged to you and to the gentlemen in whose name you 
write, for the expression of their desire to congratulate me 
formally on niy os my seat in Liverpool as ‘Vice-Chancellor 
of Lancaster.. And I am very unwilling to make myself 2 
pear ungrateful or uncourteous by declining the proposal, 
the congratulation could not reach me in a form more 
to me than that which it has already taken im ‘your letter. 
And I should wish you to consider whether Fable congratula- 
tions are not better avoided in such a ease. ey are not, I be- 
lieve, generally made on appointments to judicial offices of real 
importance, and if they were, would soon become ng, 
though the omission of them might give pain, and impair 
lic confidence. If, on reconsideration, you and the gentlemen 
you represent to thesé views, and waive any formal 

tulation to me on ey aking my seat at —— 

shall feel that I have an additional obligation to yon and them, 

besides that which your letter has poet me ‘under.’ But I re- 

t with. perfect sincerity that I feel the to be a very 

find and a very flattering one.—Believe me your obedient ser- 

vant, Joun Wickens,” Mr. Wickens, at took ‘his 
seat on the 5th ult., without any ceremony. mr Ay 

How THE POOR ARE PREYED ox. -At Westminster Police 
Court, on Tuesday, Mr, Selfe said, with reference to msc 

, 
Ti 








against a person: for eontributions paid. into a loan 

that he had received the fellerin? — from Mr. 
poets who, from his ~4 —— wes we gue, 
orm an opinion upon, ject :—“ Frien ieti » 
inches . «Dear Sir,—I wish to call 
pe and working, of, the Loan 
et under which I am, obliged to 
certify the rules of loan societies. These societies —— 
got up by-a publican, at whose house they are ho a scamp 
appointed as secretary. I consider these societies as perfect 
swindlon, and from the daily complaints. made to me by 
members, their widows, and children, I am sure that it 
be very desirable to repeal the, Act’ which authorises 
i It is my intention to apply to the 
Government to repeal the Act of Parliament so as to the 
establishment of ies. May I ask You, therefore, to 
xo come before 


say whether, from observation in cases that 
pret icy agree with me as to the mischief arising, from their 
establishment? Yours faithfully, Tidd Pratt.” Mr, Selfe said 
he entirely agreed with every word written by Mr. Tidd Pratt. 
At Marlborough-s' Mr. Tyrwhitt, who had received a 
of the same letter, ssid he agreed, in all ae hve ratt 
written, He had much experience of ry tee these 
went cont! —— them having been 
court. . Knox. cordiall in the 
, 


expressed in Mr, ‘Tidd Prott's loiter, 
abundant proofs before hiny more especially of , 
chief and myenry attepding persons having anything to 
BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. , 
EVANS—On Veb. 7, at 26, Will-streot, Haverfordwest, the wife of L.· 
Eaton Evans, Xoq. Bolicivor, of u non, 
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oh gna 26, Bedford-street South, Liverpool, the’ wife @* 
—On Feb. 7, a+ 26, ~street » Liverpool, the wife o 
eyo Gully, Beg. Bartistocnt-Law, of adanghter.”’ 
HERON—On Feb. 8, at No. 12, Brondesbury-road, Kilburn, the wife of 
John Rippon: Heron, Esq., Solicitor, of. No. 35, Ely-place, Holborn, of ; 


ason. 
D—On Feb. 8,at 46, Berners-street, Ipswich, the wife of Charles 
se yards Steward, Esq., Solicitor, ofaddughter, | 


— Feb 9: at Leeds, Vindent T. Th 
MPSON—W. eb,.9, at is, Vincent T. Thompson, E 
Teer riaeeat Law, of Lincoln’s-inn, to Eleanor, daughter of J. Wa le. 


Esq., of Leeds. 


DEATHS, 

BERKELEY—On Feb. 8, at his residence, 18, Russell-square, Charles 

Berkeley, Esq., of 52, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, in his 75th year, 
GIBSON—On Feb. 8, at 11; Merchiston-avenue, Edinburgh, Henry Gor- 
don Gibson, Esq., Writer to the Signet. . 
JEPFREY - On Jan. 23, at Alexandria, James Thomson Jeffrey, 

Bsq., Barvister-at-Law, of the Middle Temple. 

~On Feb. 6; Elizabeth, the wife of Samuel Frederick Miller, 

Esq., of Gloucester-lodge, Clapham, and No, 4, King-street, St. James’s- 


pOCOCK--On Feb. 9, at 24, Ladbroke-gardens, Thomas Pocock, Esq., 
Solicitor, formerly of Bartholomew-close, in the 64th year of his age, 





Breaxrast.—A Successrut ExrertMent. —The “Civil Service Gazette” 
has the following interesting remarks :— ‘‘ There are very few simple 
articles of food which can boast so many valuable aud important 
—— properties as cocoa. ‘While acting on the nerves as a gentle 

nt, it provides the body with some of the purest elements of 


: eee and at the same’ time corrects and invigorates the action of 


the digestive organs. These beneficial effects depend ina great 
measure upon the manner of its preparation, but of lateyears. such 
close attention has been given to the growth and treatment of cocoa, 
that there is no difficulty in securing it with every useful qeality fally 
.. The singular success which Mr. Epps attained by his 
homm@opathic preparation of cocoa has never been surpassed by any 
ntalist. Far and wide the reputation of Epps’s Cocoa has 
by the simple force ofits own extraordinary merits. Medical 
men of all shades of be yen have agreed in recommending it as the 
safest and most beneficial article of diet for persons of weak constitu- 
tions, - This superiority of a particular mode of preparation over all 
others is a remarkable proof of the great results to be obtained from 
little causes. By,a thorough knowledge of the natural laws. which 
govern the operations of digestion and nutrition,and by a careful 
application of the fine properties of well-selected cocoa, Mr. Epps has 
provided our breakfast tables with a delicately flavoured beverage 
which may save us many héavy doctors’ bills. [tis by the judicious 
useof such articles of diet that a constitution may be gradually 
built up until strong enough to resist every tendency to disease. 
reds of subtle maladies are floating around us ready to attack 
wherever there isa weak point. We may escape many a fatal shaft 
by keeping ourselves. we!l fortified with pare blood and a properly 
nourished frame.’”” 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


GAinding-np of Joint stock Companies. 
Fripary, Feb, 5, 1869. 
Luwrrep mt CHANCERY. 

Bristol Soap and Trading Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, 
on or hefore March 8, to send their names and addresses, and the par 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Edward Gustavus Clarke, Bristol. 
Monday, March 15 at.11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims. 

General Iron Screw Collier Company (Limited and Reduced).—Petition 
presented for reducing the capital from £250,000 to £120,000. An 
person who claims to have been a creditor of the company, and who 
not entered on the list and claims to be so entered, mast, on or before 
Feb 22, send his name and address and the particulars of his claim, to 
Thomas & Hollams, Commercial Sale Rooms, Mincing-lane, 

Patent Floor Cloth Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented Jan 29, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor James 
on Feb 13. Reed & Co, Gresham-st: 

South Barrule Slate Quarry Company (Limited).—Petition sor winding- 
up, presented Feb 4, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 

James on Feb-13, Poole & Hughes, Now-sq, Lincoln’s-inn, solicitors 


for the petitioners. 
Tuespay, Feb. 9, 1869, 


Luwirep IN Cnancery. 

Joint Stock Coal — (Limited).— Petition for winding-up, presented 
Feb 9, directed to eard before Vice-Chancellor Malins on Feb 19. 
hoes Bucklersbury, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Masonic Union Company (Limited),—Vice Chancellor James has, by an 
order dated Feb |, ordered that the above company be wound up. 
—* & Co, City Bank-chambors, Threaduoodlo ·at, solicitors for the 


Petitioners, 

Oxfordshire and Berkshire Aerated Bread Arx (Limited),— 
Creditors are reqnired, on or before Feb 23, to send their names and 
addresses, and the purticulare of their debts or claims, to Richard 
Wangh MacArthur, of the Temple, Dale-st, Lpool. Tuesday, March 
16 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 


Srannanins or ConnwALt. 
Wheal Par Mining Compang-r Petition for winding up, prssented Feb 3, 
directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at the Prince’s Hall, 
Trare, on Thursday, Feb 18 at 12. Affidavits intended to de used at 
the hearing, in opposition to the petition, mnst ba flied at the Registrar's 
Oftice, Truro, on or before Febobby aust notice thereof must at the same 
time be given to the petitioner or bia solicitors. Carlyon & Paull, 

Truro, solicitors for the petitioner, 

Friendly Pocietion Dissolved. 
Fauna, Fed, 5, 1868. 


Pringe of Wales Birm!ngham Denetit Soclety, Lion and Lamb Tavern 
Askeat, Hexten, Feb t, 





Crevditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farpax, Feb..5, 1869, 
Foreshiew, Edwd, Fairford, Gloucester, Gent. March 6. Foreshew 
parm V0 star Puce — 
am, Thos, Topsham, , Gent. 7 
— —32— —* von, Feb 28. Standerwickv Popham, 


Shacklock, Thos Harvey, *Carlton-upen-Trent, Nottingham, Soliciter. 
Maroh 2. Shacklock e Jarvis, V.C. Malins. Burt, Cariton-apon- 
ut. 


Wm, Southall, Gent. Mareh15.. Thottias » Edwards, V.C, 
Stuart. Poole & Hughes, New-sq, Lincoln’s-inn: : 


Tugspar, Feb. 9, 1869. 

Bishop, Lydia Eliz, Grove-pl, Lewisham, Widow, March.20. Modd e 
Bishop, V.C. Stuart. Fiddey, Harcourt-bidga, Temple. 

Broadwater, Wm, Uxbridge, Middlesex, Newspaper Proprietor: Mare 
1. Daniels v Broadwater, M.R. Miller & Miller, Sherborne-lane.. 
Burbury, Thos Potter, Bewdley, Worcester, Solicitor. March 1, Bur- 

v ».V.C. Malins, Pardoe, Bewdley, Worcester. 

Burdge, Jas, Princes-st, Westminster, Cook. March 15. Burdge ¢ 
Burdge, V.C. James. Rogers, Westminster-chambers, Victoria-st, 
Westminster. 

John, Birm, Butten Manufacturer, March 8, Fauntleroy # Cope, 
V.C. Stuart. Barlow & Smith, Birm. 

Davis, Solomon, Church-row, Newington. Feb 27. Ahrenfeld e Davis 
V.C. Stuart. Pritchard & Englefield, Wellington-chambers, Bell- 
yard, Doctors’-commons. é 

Dixon, Hy, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Esq. March 3. Dixon v 
Dixon, M.R. Field, Leamington, 

Drake, Mary, — Norfolk. March 3. Symes ¢ Drake, M. R. 


Drake, : 
Evans, Joseph, Oldbury, Worcester, Pawnbroker. March 4. Heane r 
Guyerd Carott ey Spinster. March 2. Drake 

uyard, Caroiine, pton-p! lapton-sq, ° e 

G Malins. Rivolta, zue-st, 


reaves, V.C. 

McNicoll, David Hudson, Southport, Lancaster, Doctor. March 13. 
Smith v MeNicoll, V.C. Stuart. Welsby & Hill, Southport. 

Pattman, Geo, jun, Barnby-in-the-Willows, Nottingham, Yeoman. 
March 15. Pattman »v Braithwaite, Y.C. Stuart. Beaumont, 





Grantham, 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Viet. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim, 
Farmar, Feb. 5, 1869. 
Blackborn, Joseph. Elm, Cambridge, Gent. April 6. Collins, Wisbeetr. 
, Jas Thos, Leytun, Essex, Ivory Merchant. March 10, Roch? 
& Gover , Old Jewry. 
pledge, Eliz, Sussex-pl, Loughborough-rd, Brixton, Widow. Marclr 
1. Shaen & Grant, Kenniagton-cross. 
Elkes, Edwd, Ditches, nr Wem, Salop, Farmer. March 24. Barker, 


Wem. 
Fraser, Hugh, Arundel-gardens, Kensington.) June ft. Lattey, 
Gresham Hi Beoad -st. * 


Old ⸗ 
"Little Bell-alley, Ccleman-at, Beadle. March 10. 
& Gover, Old Jewry. 
i — Runcorn, Chester, Gent. March 23, Beamont & Davies, 
ington, 
iam. Geo Randall, Erdington, Warwick, Gent. April 30. Bartlect, 


Tlott, Philip, Filkins, Oxford, Gent. March 25. Price & Soa, Barford. 
Jones, Thos, King’s Arins-yard, Coleman-st, Esq. March 10. Roche & 
Gover, Old Jewry. 
Laurie, Joseph, Lower Berkeley-st, Portman-sq, Doctor. March 10. 
Roche & Gover, Old Jewry. 
Law, —— Price, Brightoa, Sussex, Widow. March 25. King, 
ton. 


Lact Wm, Brizenorton, Oxford, Miller. Oct 17. Price & Son, Burford. 
Lewis, Wm, Worcester, Gent. Aprill. Bedford, Worcester. 

Oswin, Edwd, Burten Latimer, Northampton, Corn Merchant, March 
‘10. Sherwood, Wellingborough, 

Perkins, Eliz, Coleman-st, Widow. March 10. Roche & Gover, Oa 


Jowry. 
Perkins Joseph, Coleman-st, Esq. March 10 Roche & Gover, Otd 


Jewry. 
88 ban Cowbridre, Glamorgan, Blacksmith. March 8. Preete 
Owbridge. 
Pritchard, Hy, Peroy Livery Stables, Glanville-mews, St Pancras, Livery 
Stable Keeper. Feb 23. Bailey & Co, Berners-st, 
Roberts, Wm, Cowbridge, Glamorgan, Tinman. Murch 8, Rees. 


Cowbridge. 
Smith, Fras Burdett, —* Portland-pl, House Lecorater, March 
8 & w 


6, Shaen . “row, 

Somerville, Right Hoa Hugh, Baron. Aprill. Bennett & Co, New-sg, 
Liacoln’s-inn, 

— Betty, Heaton Norris, Lancaster, Wow. April !. Smith, 
Stockport. 

Wild, Sam) Bagnall, Costock, Nottingham, Esq. Mareh 23. Browae, 
Nottingham. 

Willich, Anna Agnetha Wilhelmina, Moatpelier.sg, Ratland-gate, 
Widow, Febi6. W. & H, P. Sharp, Gresham House. 

Winship, Isabella, Newcastle-upon- Tyne, Widow, Mareh 20, Hodge & 
Harle, Neweastic-upoa-Tyne, 

Tersnary, Fed, 9, 1869. 

Pile, Balcombe, Sussex, Tea Dealer, March t. Waugh, 
Cuckfield, 

Chas Sami, Mistley, Basex, Gent. March 3. Turner & Deane, 
Colchester. 

Brereton, Rev Chas David, Little Massingham, Norfelk, Clerk. April 
19, Biff & Co, Bedlord row, 

Burt, John, King re, Chelsea, Appraiser, March 15, Nowmaa, 

ima, Preet at, 

Carrick, Caroline Jane, Queen's-gardens, Bayswater, Witow. March 

Witte & Co, College bil. 
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Clark, Saml, Newmarket St Mary, pene, Builder. __ March’ 31. 
~ 

— — ——— Pianoforte Tuner. March 20, 
Compton, 

Culloden, John, —— Ironmonger. Hoppe, Leeds 

Davey, Eliz, Cuckfield. » Sussex, . March 1 augh, — 

—— Balsali Heath, orcestershire, Gent, April 30. 

F uharson, M: Ann, Avranch: Franee, Spinster. ril5. Laurie 

1 Keen, Dean's, Doctor ae * 
Fuller, —— ‘Stortford, Hertford, Asphalter, March 1. Baker, 
Lancaster, Locomotive Superintendent. 


Jenkins. Wm, Miles Pi 
gm Gent, March}. Waugh, Cuckfield. 


March 13. Grund 
Juniper, Chas, Cu 

Vig Bag sree Stansted Do  gacore rig: Essex, —17* Mareh i, 
sn, Clifvon, , Spinster. A 


Mathes Sarah 'ann, Gites, Bret, March 31 Sreclia, Benton 
i. ur, . 
Thos, Bromley, ay 1. Daff & Nephew, Nicholas- 


Comp. 


Reg 
Reg 
Reg 


Musee, >» Kent. 
— — March ai Daries & Son, 
pine ners, “Birm, Licensed Victualler. March 10.. Herbert. & Co, 
Rainow, Chester, Farmer, March 1, Brocklehurst & 
Wright, Macclesfield. 
— th, Joseph, Huddersfield. York,’ Gent, March 1. Laycock 
Son, Cannon-st. 
— Mary, Abingdon-villas, Kensington, Spinster, March 19. 
— Melmoth, Bath Easton, Somerset, Barrister-at-Law.. April 30. 
Wright, Joseph, Gt Mar! Buckingham, Paper Maker. 
Taylor, Gt St-Helen’s, 
ker & Martineau, King’s-rd, Gray’s- 
Beeds registered pursuant to —— Act, 1 $61. 
238 Geo, Laudporo Southampton, Blacksmith. Feb 3. Asst. 
Conv.. Reg 
Bartlett, Jas aon Kingston-cross, Southampton, Grocer. Jan 23, 
Feb 
Baynes, John, a Recap tea Cotton Spinner. Dec 19. Inspec- 
torship. ‘Reg Feb 3 i * 
Blaccton. Thos, — Victoria-rd, Laytenatane-ca, Builder. Jan 
28. Comp. Reg 
Brodxick, John Hudson, Arthur Rossi Brodrick, & Chas Butler, K 
————— -st, Southwark, Hop Merchants. Jan 8. Asst. 
Reg 
— Donald, Bridport, Dorset Draper, Jan 19. Asst. Reg 
Cg, deremia, Batley, York, Rag Dealer. Nov 22. Comp. Reg 
Davis Wm Grimo, & John Davis, bg End, Stafford, Chain Mannfac - 
turers. Decl4. Asst. 
Enefer, Hy, Borough, bod ———— Jan 28. Asst. Reg Feb 4. 
Fielder, naa, Staines, Boot Maker. Jan 16. Comp. Reg Feb 3, 
ment Manufacturers. Jan 9. Asst. Reg Feb 4 
Gibbon. Chas Matthew, Birm, Grocer. Jan 12, Comp. Reg Feb 4. 
Feb 
‘Hay, David, Lpool, Taylor. Jan 15. Comp. Reg Feb 3. 
Ha: og John, Birm, Eating-houss Keeper. Jan 9. Comp. Reg 
obday, Milliners. Dee 2 ford, Jews 
Buda, Herbert, Longton, “Staffo Jeweller, ‘Jan 7. Asst. Reg 
e 
Anghem, John, Blackburn, Manufacturer, Jan 8. Asst 
as oy Robt, Old Burlington-st, Military Tailor. Jan 5. Comp. Reg 
Morton, » Gay Oxford-st, Licensed Victualler. Dec 81. Comp. Reg 
Mott, . Wimbledon-pk, Farmer. Jan 11. Aest. Reg Feb 5, 
—— Wm, Lanidport, Hants, Builder. Jan 13, Comp. 
fees, ‘Phitfp, Sheffield, Saw Manufacturer. Jan 11. 
— nite Sheffield, Steal Manufacturer, Jan 14. Comp. 
Feb 
‘Peters eo, Sittingbourne, Kent, Upholsterer. Jan5. Asst. Reg 


— Richa, Edgbaston, Warwick, Gent. March 31.. Best & Horton, 
Birm, 
Gresham- “bidgs, Gul Guildhall. 
Smith, Wm Jonathan, Rotherhithe, Shipwright.. April 3. Rixon & 
» Lower Phillimore-p], Kensington. 
& Co, New- me — inn. 
March 18, 
— Robt Wm, Bronywendon, nr Ahesgele, Denbigh, Esq.. May 8. 
Farpay, Feb. 5, 1869. 
Baron, —S Helen's, Lancaster, Spade Shaft Maker. Jan 7. 
4 
Asst, Reg 
Beale, qn, Saml, S Paddington, Surgeon, Feb 1. Comp. 
Booth, on Pollard, ‘Bradford, York, Grocer. Jan 27. Comp. Reg 
Bye, “edmane, Bromell’s-rd, Clapham, Zinc Worker. Jan 29. Comp. 
Collins, ihn, Bod End, Oldbury, Worcester, Farmer. Feb 1. Comp, 
Reg Feb 
Dickipeon, Jas Wm Ae. 3 ree a Southwark, Hop Factor. 
Dec 28. ‘Comp. Reg F 
Garbutt, Jas Bennison, rs Joseph Vernek, ty York, Jet Orna- 
=. John, Scamblesby, Lincoln, Surgeon. Dec 30. Comp. Reg 
Hobioy, Eliza papanere.. Letitia Nott Bayon fl & Henrietta’ Nott 
Hudson, Hy, — Worcester, Cork Cutter. Jan 4. Comp. Reg Feb 2. 
Reg 
Moat, fagoon, Geo, Kingston-on-Thames, ‘Grocer. Jan 21. Asst. 
Naylor, Hy, Bradford, York, Joiner. Jan 8. Asst. Reg Feb 4. 
Feb 2. 
Portland, Sam! Philip, Hackney-rd Oilman, Jan 16, Comp. Reg Feb 4. 





Roose, Lpool, Attorney. Jan 29. Asst. ; 
Saberton, —— le aE, 


eo Wi » Chrisp-st, Poplar, Boot Maker. Jan 15. * 
8 re Jan9, Asst, Rog Feb 


Staton Sins Hy, Htrley, Yor, Hanes! Euatiorer be * 16. — — ried A 


Ti —*— = ge Draper.- Jan 13, Asst. Reg Feb 1. 
raver Waa Nevily "Gen , & Frances Bent, Instow, Devon, Jan 7) 1 


Comp. Ree F 
Towanend, —* "Hackett, Banbury, Linen Draper. Jan 5, Comp. 
Tullock, Hi Wm Hy Pearse, oseph Foster, Wood Trimming 
— —* 7 
Vi ‘ohn olsterer. Jan mp. 1 
Weight, Thos, South as, Durham, Ale Merchant. Deo $0. Aut 
pate Turspay, Feb. 9, 1869. : 
—— , Edwin, St Leonards-on-Sea, Sussex, Draper. Jan is. Comp. 
‘eb 8. 
Ballesd pee Dockhead, Bermondsey, Ironmonger. Jan 9. Comp. 
— Sheffield, Draper. Jan 22. Comp. Reg Feb 6. 
Jan 13. Asst. Reg 


6 
coun then Wigan, Lancaster, Confectioner. 
Feb 9, 


Chorley, Richd, Dalton-ia-Furness, Lancaster, Grocer. Jan 6, Comp. 

Claret, Felix, Shrabland-grove, Dalston, Leather Agent. Jan 390. 
Oomp. Lay pe 6. 

ey —* ayes, Chesterfield, Derby, Bootmaker, Jan 18. Comp. 

‘eb 6, 

— Wm, Ulceby, Lincoln, Shopkeeper. Jan 9. Asst. Reg 

— David, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Builder. Jan 21. Comp. Reg 

Franeon, Emanuel Paul, Drury-lane, Ironmonger. Jan 5. Asst. Reg 
Feb 5. 

=: Saml, Westbromwich, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Jan 5. 


Feb 6. 
sman, J Finchley-rd, Schoolmaster; Jan 18. Comp. Reg Feb. 
= Tate he Gee Geo Knight, Portslade, Sussex, B Dullders van 8. 


nga 
Holton, Jas, Hamilton-ter, Highbury, Plumber. Jan 7, Asst. Reg 
Knott, Faye Amor, Huddersfield, Licensed Victualler. Jan 7. Asst. 
Law, tague, & Geo Fras * Portsea, Southampton, Auctioneers. 
Jan 26, Comp. Reg Feb6 
Lemon, — Russell-st, Rotherhithe, Ontfitter.. Feb 5, Comp. 
Ling, ngs om Theophilus, Scarborough, York, Bootmaker. Jan 16. Asst. 


Lyles G Batley Carr, York, Builder. Jan 14. Asst. 2* 
—— Craik, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Travelling Draper. Jau 8. 


Meadus, Geo Wesley, Poole, C ter. Jan6. Asst. Reg Feb 6. 
Morley, Joseph, Md stor, 1 El Webb b Manufacturer. Jan 12. Comp. 


Morr yond Wim, 4 ay NP Satfora, Lancaster, Cotton Spinners. Jan 15. 
‘eb 5. 
we wt Joseph, Heckmondwike, York, Joiner. Jan 15. Comp.” Reg 


Nixon, Hy, Buttesford, Leicester, Grocer. Jan 18. Asst. Reg Feb8.’ 
am * * Alfred. Thos, Powis: “st, Woolwich, Tailor. Jan 12. Comp. Reg 
€ 


Palmer, Jas Griffee —** High- st, Southwark, Wholesale Brushmaker. 
Jani3. Asst. Reg Fel 

Panton, Geo, Gorston-ier, Earl-st, Kensington, Greengrocer. Feb 3. 
5 


Comp. ‘eb 
t, Marich,Comm Agent. Jan 12. Inspectorship. Reg 


— 

8 

Se gg Wm, Manch, Merchant. Jan 6. Comp. Reg Feb8. 
Ra wel —8 — Wortley, York, Shoe Manufacturer. -Jan 14. 

e 
Scarborough, John Vickers, Sunderland, Durham, Boot and Clog 
Maker. Jan 12. Comip. Reg Feb 8, 
Saath, fevinem, Wath, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Jan 14. Comp. Reg 


smith, ‘Thos, Moorgate-street, Foreign Banker. Dec 14. Asst... Reg 

Thompson, Peter, Batley, York, Quarry Owner. Jan 12. Asst. Reg 

a of, Joseph, Nottingham, Furniture Dealer. Jan 11. Asst. Reg 

Verkruzen, Theodor Anton, & Moritz Anton Verkruzen, — 
Wood-street, Warehousemen. Jan 29. Comp. Reg Feb 8. 

wate a Ringwood, Southampton, Grocer. Jan 11. Asst. Reg 


wells, J h, Witney, Oxford, Plumber. Jan 9. Asst. Reg Feb8. 
—— mm John, New Bond-street, Dressmaker. Jan ly, Comp. 


Reg Fel 
Wun, Pant Bradley, Wakefield, York, Draper. Jan 16, Asst. Reg 
Tooke. Wardrobe, Sheffield,Grocer. Feb. Asst. Rog Fub6. 


Sankrupts. 
Fripar, Feb 5, .869. 
To Sarrender in London. 
Ashley, Geo, Elgin-ter, Maida-vale, Builder.’ Pet FeW3. Roche. Feb 
17 at 1. Pittman, Guildhall 8, Basinghall 


Asst. 


-chamber -8b. 
Baker, John, Baker-st, Bethnal-green, & Hy Baker, James-st, 
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Feb 15 at 12, 


gore. Pet Feb * Manny: % 
nal-green. \ 


— See 


a Care | 

en.” 

‘Pet Feb 3." }" Cha’ 
ler. Pet Feb = 


Licensed Victual) 
Gt James-st, Bedford- ow. 
Jeweller, Petfeb 1, Roche. Feb 17 


Alpho Prisoner for Debt, London. , Pet 
3 8 pees i Go, Kinga Cheap “ts 
he of 

Tos 24at 12, Brown, cofeaags of 


Cavendish-sq. out loy- 
Minds, Basinghaitee 





Oe I. 


Chevalier, J 
~ the Freich Language: refebi A 
' Cobden, — Edwd Dawe, Wim 


wes Pepys. Feb 19 at 2. 
——— Thos, W oolwieh, Greengroner, Pet Feb 3. Pepys, Feb 25 


aga, Le 
, Merton- 
Feb ati. 
Crocker, Surgical 
Maker. Pet Feb3. Feb seat, ry a Mtarabsll Linccla’a ine fade 


Doprnine, Alfred, Geo, Richmond.grove, Barnsbury, out of business. 
Pet Feb2. Feb 24 at2 — Farnfield-ct, Yomple 

Pras tr papa cee na 

‘eb 24 at Ll. 


bois & Co, Gh, Cur pss 
Elstone, Edwd, Camber 
¥ utham| pton-st, King’s-crose. 


land-ter, 
Finuin, Geo Stuwertee seit Kane Pot F “4 for.pau 
er for ‘et Feb 2 (! le 8. 
Fob 35 at f. Bidales, South: —— * 
Hartwell, Robt, risouer ſor on. Pet Febi (for pau). Roehe. 
Feb 17 at 12.” Biddies, South: Gray’s-inn. 
Hatton, John, Prisoner for. Debt, Ipswich. Pet Feb 3. Roche. Feb 
Grocer. Pet Feb 1. 
—* Feb Ib at ti. Woods Crooked 


Wat. Taylor, Oid ——— 
, Geo Robt, Marden, a» Kent, 
Hicks, Richd Geo Montague ** —J———— Oxford-sq, 
sor By Gay Army. Pet Jan 29, Pepys. Feb 19 at 12, Biddles, 
South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 
, Robt, John-st, Barnsbury, Basket Maker. Pet Feb 2. Roche. 
~~ 7 at * Lewis Hackney-rd, 
Horwell, Joho, jun, & Mary Ann‘ Horwell, Leather-lane, Holborn, 
Bint toa Cheésemonger. Pet Feb 2. Roche. Feb 17 atl. 
cras-lane, Queen-st, Cheapside. 
n, Benj Augustus, —S Suffolk, Builder. ‘Pet Jan 25. 
ey 24 at 2. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. 
Jordan, Robt Collins, Old Kent-rd, Carpenter. Pet Jan 30. Feb 24 at 
12, Godfrey, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 
Joussett, Chas, Panton-sq, Mage ae Artificial Flower —— 
Pet Feb l. Feb Aat 12 aniere, Gt James-st, Bedford. 
La Motte; John Lagier, Brighton, oe. Pet Dec 12. Feb 2 at |, 
Taylor & Co, Gt James-st, Bedford: 
Lucas, Edwin Newton, Church-st, Draydon: Tailor, Pet Feb 2. Roche. 
Feb 17 at 12. Hichs,” Strand. 
Manning, Chas, Leopold, Lawrence Pountney-pl, 
a" Pet Jan 29. Murray. Feb 17’ at il. 


Linklaters & Co, 
. ., Walbr 
Margesson , John Jas, Sudbury, Railway Clerk. Pet Feb}, Feb 24 at 
1, Godfrey, Hatton-garden. 
Morse, Johu, jan, Upper — — Tottenham-ct-rd, out of busi- 
ness. Pet Jan 20.“ Murray, Feb 17 at 12. Dobie, Gresham-st. 
Neavo, John, White Lion-st, Pentoavilie, Saddler. Pet Jan 28. Pepys. 
Feb i9 at 11. Godfrey, Hatton en. 
Offley, Ann, Wld-st, 8t Luke’s, Baker. Pet Feb 1. Feb 24 at 12, King. 
Birghin-lane. 
Rosenthal, Hormann, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb ! (for pau). 
\ ’ Feb 25 at 2, — —— Gray’s-inn. 

Samson, Jacob, Prisoner fo: Debt, L ondon. Fet Jan 29 (for pau). 
s. Feb 9 at2. Hai AG jun, King. 8t. 
Sinfield, Sam}, Prescot-pl, Crose-st, Clapham, Dai: Pet Feb 1. 

Pepys, Feb 19 at 12. Thomas Moore, Park-ter, Fulham. 
Smith, Jobn Alex, —— Northampton, Licensed Victu- 
aller. Pet Jan #9. Feb 24 at UT. Lewis & Co, Oid Jewry. 
Tanner, John Silvanus, St Martin’s-pl, Trafalgar, — Agent. 
Pet Feb 3. Feb 24 a62, Watson, Singhall-s 
Tarr, Hy, Cambridge-rd, Kilburn, Solicitor’s Olerk. Pet Feb1. Feb 
24ati. Fidding & Wade, Clifford’s-inn. 
Watson, Win, High-st, Wapping, Mast Maker. Fet Feb 3. 
Feb 25 ati. Bennett, Mark-lane. 
Watts, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Feb 1 (for pau). 
Feb 17 at 12. Dobie, Gresham-st. 
Weitzel, Fredk, Dudiey-rd, Harrow-rd, Baker. Pet Feb 4. 
“Feb 25 at 2, Young & Son, Mark-lane. 
mau, Thos, Wood Ditton, Newmarket, Cambridge, Merchant. 
t Jan E Pepys. Feb Is at 2. 


Woodman, ' Wm, Adelaide-rd, Hayerstock-hill, out of business. Pet 
Jan 29. Pepys. Feb 19 at 1%. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. 

Wyman, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Jan 28 (for pan). Pepys. 
Fob 25 at iz. Biddies, South-sq, Gray’s-inn, 

To Surrender iu the Country. 

Armstrong, Geo White, Manch, ont of business, PetjFeb 3. Hulton, 
Salford, *4 20 at 9.30, Farrington, Manch. 

Barnes, Dewhurst, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Jan 20. Fardell. 


Manch. Feb 16 at 1. 
ore, Thox, Ipstone-park, Stefford, Lebourer. Pet Feb 1. 
Pidsley. 


Daniel. Cheadle, Feb 12 at 10. Bagshaw, Uttoxeter 
Birt, “Feb 17 at 12, 


Wands pete —— * k, 
rey, Hatton 
— Westanins 


Pet Feb l. 


» Gre 
» Omnibus Driver. Pet 


‘Cannon-st, Wine 


at. 


Pepys. 
Roche. 
Pepys. 


Bentley, Chas, Torquay, Devon, Tobacconist. Pet * 1. 
Newtcn Avbot, Feb i6 at 11; Tayliur & Pode, Torq 
Boraston, Hy. “irm, Milliner. Pet Feb 2. Hill. 


irm. 
Bowyer, Thos, Newport, Belen: Dreper. Pet Jan 22. Tndor. Birm, 
Sn 19 at t2. Grady & Pculson, Manch, : 
nm, - 


_ Yous, 
Pet 


Belt 
| Froysell, Thos, Birk 


daboe’ot. Bese pet Jan 30. 


Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry- 





James & Griffiu, i 


aha Fob teat he — ö 


at st 1030.” a sy val me 
———— ae og ry — 3. Crosby. 


— Beer — 

Evershed, Brighton, Feb 22 ii. Runnaeles, Brigh’ * —— 
by sole —— Cwm Monmon , Innkeeper. ) Feb 1. 
ane og Tredegar, Feb Sat 1, pn — att 29 

ec, m. 
Nie a 
n, Br ¥ 

Feb 19 at 11. Benson & Elietson. eile fin 
Dickens, Joseph,. Woburn Ame Back . Ba 

Ball, Newport ss wr Feb 17 at 10. Neve, L —— * Fe — 
Edmunds, David, afort, Brecon, out of basins E Feb 1. 

Shepard —— nee Feb i9 —— ae Abergaven * 

Harley. Bristol, Feb 19 at 12. : “a 2b (or paw) 
Evans a wansea amorgan ——— 

Swansea, Feb yf at ma. Smith Swa 7 meee —— 
Findlow, J: lanch, Merchant. “Fer. Jan. 33. Fardell... Manch,. 


Feb 17 at ii, "Leigh Manch. 
—** Tea Deale r. Pet 


Feb 15 at ll. tt, Lpool. 
Furlong, Richd, —28 Insurance ‘Agent. Pet Feb.1.. Lpool, Feb 17 
Gardner, Arthar, — 


atll. French, 


Pet Jan 





Warwick, out of. business. 
mh Birm, Feb vie Ta. — Taleb 2 
4 . Prisoner for Debt, j Feb 2 (for " Z 
Bristol. fe 19 at 11. “a Or eek teer 
Hadfield, John, Sheffield, Comm Agent. Pet Feb 3. Leeds, F 
12, Mishiocemitn Sheffield —— 
Halliwell, — Witton-cum-Twambrooks, Chester, Wine Merchant. 
— Cheshire. Northwich, Feb 10 at Ul. Fletcher, North- 
wich, 

Handcock, John, Wrafton, Devon, Muster Mariner. Pet Feb 2. 
Beneraft. Barnstaple, Feb 22 at 12. Thorne, Barnstaple. 
lates. Richa, Stow-on-the- Wold, Gloucester, Buteber. Pet Feb 1. 

Bristol, Feb 17 at Il. Lane, Stratford-on-Avon ; Pridgaux. 
MH —— Bristol, 
Harrison, Jas,; Gt Marton, ; Lancaster, Grocer. Pet. Fee 3, Lpool, 
Feb 19 at ah Blackhurst, Preston, 
Hatch, Richd, jun, Prisoner for Debt, Manoh. Adj Jan 20. Fardell. 
Manch, Feb 16 at 12. 
Hepple, Wm, Morton-upon-Swale, York, General Dealer. Pet Jan 29. 
Jetfsrson, *Northailerton, Feb 17 at2. Waisteil, Northallerton. 
Hole, Joseph G:eenway, Prisoner for Debt, Exeter. Pet Feb 1. 
Exeter, Feb 17 at 1. Carter, Torquay ; Floud, Exeter. 
Horbery, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Laucaster. Adj Jan 20. Fardell. 
Manch, Feb 16 at 11. 
Ibbotson, Robt, Witton, Lancaster, Mason. Pet Feb 1. Fardell. 
Manch, Feb 16 at 12. Garduer, Manch. 
Jennings, Edwd, Melton Mowbray, Leicester; Coal Merchant. Pet Jan 
20, idham. Melton Mowbray, Feb 16 at 10. Lees, Nottingham 
Keary, Bernard, Birkenhead, Chester, Baker. Pet Feb 3. Wason. 
Birkenhead, Feb 92 at 10. Anderson, Bir 
Leeks, Wm, Newmarket, Cambridge, Coachman. Pet Jan 29. Button. 
Newmarket, Feb 23at 1}. York, Newmarket, 
Lemons, Wm, Sheffield, Cowkeeper. Pet Feb 3. Wake. Sheffield, 
Feb 17 at.l. Binney & Son, Sheffi :ld. 
Lusher, Jchn, Prisoner fur Debt, Norwich. Adj Jan 14. Palmer. 
Sw.ffham, March latili. Walpole. Northwoid. 
Lyon, Sherwood, Thorne, York, Watchmaker. Pet Jan 30. Shirley. 
Doncaster, Feb 16 at 12. Ellis, Doncaster. 
Maisey, Wm Hy, Ab ne M th, Beerhouse —— 
29. Roberts. Newport, Feb 22 at |. " Cathcart, Newpor 
Margerrison, Chas, vhestertield, Derby, Slater. Pet Feb 3 Leeds, 
Feb 17 at 12. Binney & son, Sheffield. 
sag John, —— for Debt, Bristol. Adj Feb 2. Harley. Bristol, 
‘eb t9 at 
Moore, pane. Little Leigh, Chester, Shoe Maker. Pet Feb 2. Ches- 
hire. Northwich, Feb 10 at i2. Green, Northwich. 
Moreton, Thes, Lincola, out of business. Pet Feb 1, Upplebdy. 
Lincoln, Feb 18 at 11, Rex, Lincoln. 
Morphett, Chas Wm, Leeds, Woolen Cloth Dealer. Adj Jan 16. Mar- 
shall. Leeds, Feb 10 at 12. Pullan, Leeds. 
Oliver, Geo, Birm, Electro Plater. Pet Jan i4. Hill. Birm,; Feb 17 
atlz. Collis. Birm 
Osborn, Wm, Wolverhampton, Stafford, out of business. “Pet Feb 2. 
Hill. Birm, Feb 13 at lS. Jackson, Westromwich. 
Parkin, Thos, Appleby, Westmorland, —— Pet Feb 2. Heelis, 
Appleby, Feb l6at 11. Thompson, Appied 
—— Wm Hy, Newlyn, Cornwall, Fish Dealer. Pet Fed i. Bor- 
Jase. Penzance, Feb 18 at 12, Beyns, Pexaance. J 
u 


Richards, ‘Thos, Woodsetton, Stafford, Auctioneer. Pet Jan 30. 
ker. Dudley, Fed 20at 12. Whitehouse, Woiverhampton, 
Richardson, Geo, Tranmere-park, Chester, Tailor, Pet Feb 3. Wason. 

Birkenhead, Feb 22 at10. Anderson, Birkenhead. 
Robertson, Herbert, Aston-juxta-Birm, Teacher. Pet Jan 25. 
Birm, Feb 19 at 10. East, Birm. 
Robinson, Frans, Manch, Money Serivener. Pet Feb 2. Macrae. 
Manch, Feb 25 at !2. Sale & Co, Manch, 
Rose, Geo, Clifford’s Mil!, Somerset, Fuller. Pet Feb 3. Messiter. 
Pet Jan 23. Wilde. 


Frome, Feb 17 at U. D.am, F:ome. 
Rusden, Philip, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Shipwright. 
Bristol, Feb t7 at 11. Dalcon, Cardiff; Breckingham, Bristol. 
Ryan, John, Lpool, ‘Tea Lealer. Pet Jan 19 Lpool, Feb 17 at 11. 
Etty, Lpool, for Hardwick. Fenchareh-st. 
Sanderson, ‘Thos, Koby, Lancaster, Insurance Agent. Pet Feb 3. 
Lpool, Feb 19 at U. Price, Lpcol. 
Pet Jan 29. Marshall. 


Sharp, Chas, Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Leeds, Feb '8ati2. Sykes, Leeds 

Sh«pstone, Jehn, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj Feb 2 (for pau). 

Harley. Bristol, Feb 19 at 12. 


Guest. 
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“Sisley, John, St Ives, Cornwall, Posie. Pet Jan 28. Borlase. Pen- 
zance, Feb 3. — StI 


ll at ves, 
, Saml France, Sheffie ee ———— 


. * * * bow. heffield. one 
Fer keb'. — 3 Rochester, Feb 19 at 2. 32 Chat- 


gnith, Thos, Pensnett, Stafford, Carter. Pet Jan 30. Harward. 
Stourbridge, Feb Akg Fad ————— 
Stammers, Arthur, jun, Cavendish, ip Pet Jan 30. 
Stroud, J sda, beat “Cadi . Pet Feb 1. Gregory. 
eb 1. Gregory. 
Chertsey, y. Feb 10 at 11: Spier, Egham 


Teen, Thos ddereh, Glam Hair Dresser. Pet 
Jan 25. Moric. — Feb 15 at — Swansea. 


omas, Jas, —— York, Grocer. wee Feb 4. Leeds, I Feb 22 at 
Hill, Bradford ; Simpson, Leeds. 
Tointon, Sam, — Lincoln, Potatoe Merchant, Pet Feb 2. 
Tudor. Birm, eb 23 at 11. Law, Stamford. 

Trenfield, Hy. Gloucester, Fraiterer. Pet Feb 1. Wilton. Gloucester, 
Feb 20 at 12. Cooke, Gloucester. 

— ——— Suffolk, Journeyman Miller. Pet Feb 2. 

Woodbridge, Feb 18 at 8. Jennings, Ipswich. 

* Thos, & John Cope, Leicester, Curriers. Pet Feb 2, Tudor. 
Birm, Feb 23 sy ll. - Maples, Nottingham. 

Tyers, —55 & Stephen John Charlesworth Pochin, Leicester, 
Elastie Webb Manofacturers.’ Pet Feb 3. Tudor. Birm, Feb 23 at 
11. Harvey, Leicester. 

Opton, Panay, "Warwick, Licensed Mg = eae Pet Jan 26. Tibbits. 
Warwick, Feb 13 at il. Handley, Warwick. 

Walter, Ezra, Balking, Berks, Tile Mater. Pet Feb 2. Crowdy. 
Faringdon, * 16 at 10. Lovett & Son, Cricklade. 

‘Warmisham, Wm, Altrincham, —— Butcher. Pet Feb 2. Mac- 
rae. Munch, Feb 18 at 12. Gardner, Manch. 

bet = Smeg: Prisoner for Debt, Bristol Adj Feb 3. Harley. Bristol, 

Williams, Robt, Hanley, Stafford, Butty Collier. Pet Feb 2. Challi- 
nor. Hanley, Feb 20 at 11. Sutton, Burslem. 

“Wilkinson, Jas Henshall, & Thos Cragg, Burley, Leeds, Worsted Spin- 
ners. Pet Feb 4, Leeds, March 1 at li. Teale & Appleton, Leeds. 

Wilshaw, Geo, Haniey, Stafford, Journeyman Flint Grinder. Pet Feb 
2. Challinor. alee, Feb 20 at ll. Tennant, Hanley. 

“Woodford, Fredk Wm, Prisoner Debt, Winchester. "haj Jan 10 
(for pau). Blake. Newport, Feb 17 at 11. 

Wykes, Wm Freak, Leicester, Currier. Pet Feb 2. Tador. Birm, 

eb 23 at 11. Maples, Nottingham 

‘Yeates, Andrew, Brighton, Sussex, Watch Maker. Pet Jan 13. Ever- 
shed. Brighton, Feb 17 at II. Penfold, Brighton. 


TvespAy, Feb. 9, 1869, 
To Surrender in London. 
Bouchard, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb4 (for pau). 
Murray. ¥eb22 at 12. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 
Burrows, Edwin, Houndsditch, Confectioner. Pet Feb 3. March 1 
at il, Lamley & Lumley, Old Jewry-chambers. 
Cole, Hy, Robert-st, bo tae , Rag —— Pet Feb 4. Pepys. 
Feb 25 at 2. Parkes, Beauf ldgs, Strand. 
Collins, Robt, 4 Ured · pi West, South Kennin; » Bricklayer. Pet Feb 
Murray. Feb 22at12. Ricketts, F. st, Gray’s-inn-rd. 
Dalby, Geo Wm, Stockwell-st, Greenwich, Tailor. Pet Feb1, Feb 
24a Pook, Lawrence Pountney-hill, Cannon-st. 
—— *. Christopher, Featherstone-st, City-rd, Cabinet Maker. Pet 
Feb 3. Pepys. Feb 26 at 12, Potter, King-st, pay wry 
Harbord, Jas, jun, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 3 (for pau). 
Brougham. March ! at II. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn 
Hardwicke, Wm, Fulham-pl, — ye te — Pet Feb 4. Mar- 
ray. Feb 22 at II. Merriman 
Harford, Chas Richd, jun, Oid Broad-st, 1 — Pet Feb 5. 
March | at 12. Waitons & Co, Gt Winchester-st. 
Hatch, Robt Edwd, Pourd-st, Carshalton, Bricklayer. Pet Feb 5. 
Perys. Feb 25 at 2. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers 
Hawgood, Wm Saml, Landport, Hants, Loan Office Proprietor. Pet 
Feb2. Pepys. Feb 25 at 12. Westall & Co, Leadenhall-s 
Henderson, Saml, Holloway-rd, Holloway, Hatter. Pet Feb 5. Mar- 
ray. Feb 22 at 12. s, Strand. 
Jenkin, Richd, Clark’s.p}, , lshopagate-st Within, Carpenter. Pet Feb 
Mareh 1 at 12. Hobbes. opsyate-st Without. 
Jennings, Allvey Gee, Peak-hill Avenue, Sydenham, no — Pet 
Jan 28. Pep Feb 10 at II. Watson, Basinghal)-s 
Jonas, Sami, Wood- st, Spitalfields, Wholesale — Pet Feb 3. 
Feb 22 at i. Jones, "Queen-st. 
Lawrie, Wm, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Tar Manufacturer. Pet Feb 5. 
Pepys. Feb 26 at 11. Storey, King’s-rd, Bedford-row. 
Leigh, Egerton, Prisower for Debt, London. Pet urna 3 (for pau). 
@ Morray, Feb 22 at il, Biddles, | South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 
Lindsay, Dayid Baird, Hendon, out of business. et Feb 5. Murray. 
Feb 22.at 12, Allen & Colley, Old oy 
Matthews, Predk Saml, Upper Charles-st, Goswell-rd, Goldsmith. Pet 
Feb4. March 1 at ll. —J John-st, Bedford-row. 
Oldrey, Edwd, Hampstead-rd, Clerk. Pet Feb4, Murray. Feb 22 at 
11. ‘Marton, Barge Yard-chambers, Backlersbury, 
Pratt, Wm, Southampton, out of business. Pet Feb6. March | at 
1. ‘Paterson & Son, Bouverie-st, Fleet-st, 
Roper, Thos, Ley tonstone, Essex, Carpenter. Pet Feb 3(for pan). 
Brougham. March | at il. Bell, Chelmsford. 
Rudd, Samms Shepherd, New North-st, Finsbury, out of employment, 
Pet Feb 6. Murray. Feb 22 at 1. Howell, Cheapside. 
Sanderson, Thos Jolin, Shard’s-pl, Peckham, Solicitor’s Clerk. Pet 
Feb3, Pepys. Feb25 atl, Brown, Weavers’ Hall, Basinghall-st. 
Sheard, lly, Mare-st, Hackney, Tailor. Pet Feb 5. March 1 at 12, 
Angell, Guildball-yard, 
Sheat, Wm Hy, Romford, Lasex, Mercantile Clerk, Pet FebG, Mur. 
ray. Feb?2 atl, Shearman, Little Tower-st. 
Simmonds, Hy Fras, Low Leyton, Kssex, Carpenter. Pet Feb 3 (for 
Wash Tera eaaela bok 8— Bell, Chelmsford. 
orn nfie mith. Pet Feb6. Marchi atl, Chi - 
field, Trinity-sb, Southwark. er 





Tottenham-ct-rd, out of busines, — March 


rove, Stone Mason, Pot Fey4, 


—5 

22 at 11, Pullen Cloisters, Temple. 
inch Geo Win Hows-st, Kingsiand-rd ra, Baker, Pet, Fab 6. Pepys, 
Feb 36 at 11, banat, —— Old Broad-st . 


To Surrender in the aly 
Leonard, Sheffield, Silver Stamper. Pet Feb a. W; 
ed, Feb 24 at 1, Binney & Son, Shemleld. aka 
‘abe: Joseph Lionel, Nuneaton Cigar Manutactarer, Pet 
ao 5, Hill. Birm. Feb 24 * ia. “Powel, Bir — 
ason New Fe Wason, 
Sean Ser ne eS seen 
Arm Saml, 20 mr rm, Smith, eb 5. 
Birm, Feb 19 at 10. Rowlands, Birm. ; 
Arnold, Robt, Coventry, Brewer. Pet Feb 4. Kirby. Coventry, rep 
pam Johns Hatitas York, Tea Dealer, Pet Feb 8 Leeds, Feb 
‘ohn, Halifax, Yo a er, i 
&t 11. ‘Thomas, Halifax ; Bond & Barwick, Leeds, 7 
Barton, Jas, Accrington, Lancaster, out of business. Pet Jan 30 (fo 
—— Dunn. Lancaster, Feb 26 at 11, Johnson & Filly, Lan. 


Barton, Tosey h, Tipton, Stafford, Boat Steerer. Pot Jan 14. Walker, 

i 0 at 12. Stokes, Dudley. 
cetera Wi Wm, Nottingham, out of business. Pet Feb 4, Patehitt 

Perotti Vet 24 at 10.30. Belk, ame mar ro 

Bloor, ear-lane, Stafford, Beerseller. Pet Feb 5. Dauiel. 
— 8 at F Young, Longton. 

itvert, Leigh, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 4. Holden, 
— Fe24 at 1. ze & Dawson, Bolton. 
yford, Thos, Bristol, Grocer. Pet Feb 1. Wilde. Bristol, Feb 19 

“a {ra Stanley, Norwich ; Brittan & Sons, Bristol. 

Broadie, John, Prisoner for "Debt, Lancaster, Adj Nov 19, Fardell, 
Manch, Feb 22 at 11. 

Bryan, John, Coseley, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 5, 
Walker. Dudley, Feb 20at12, Burne, Dudley. 

Cock, John, jan, Sheviock, Cornwall, out of business. Pot Feb 5. 
Exeter, Feb 22 at 12.80. Sole & Gill, Davonport ; Flond. Hxeter, 

Ewart, Andrew, jun, Holmehead, Cumberland, Warehouseman. Pet 
Feb 3. Leigh. Brampton, Feb 17 at 2. Bendle, Carlisle. 

Farran, John, Belmont, Lancaster, Cotton Mannfacturer, Pet Feb 6. 
Macrae, Manch, Feb 26 at 11. Wilson & Brown, Manch. 

Fear, Lydia, Clifton, Bristo!, Confectioner. Pet’ Feb 4. Harley. 
Bristol, Feb 19 at 12. Benson & Elletson 

Hawkes, ‘wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Licensed Vitualler. Pet Feb 5, 
Leeds, Feb 24at 12. Helden & Sons, Hul 

Hill,Geo, Totley Moor, Derby, Fire Brick — 9 Pet Feb 5, 
Leeds, March 2 at 12. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Hurrell, Jas, Balliugdon, Essex, Builder, Pet Feb 2. Andrews. 
Sudbury, Feb 20 at 12. Mumford, Sudbary, 

Holey, Jas, Camblesforth, i Farmer. Pet Feb 5. Newstead, 
Selby, Feb 22 at il. Bantoft, Selby. 

— John Clay, Manch, Shovel Maker. Pet Feb 5. Kay. 

Feb 23 at 9.30, Marsland & Addieshaw, Manch, 

Jones, Thos, — oo eget ees: Pet Jan 15, Tudor, Bim, 
Feb 19 at 12. Southall, B 

Jones, Wm, Bedford Lei a "Lancaster, Tea Dealer. Pet Feb 6. 
Holden. Leigh, Feb 24 at. Ambler, Manch. 

Kemp, Ji Exwick Mills, or ** Devon 4 Dealer. Pet Jan 27. 
Exeter, Feb 24 at 12. Rogers & Rogers, Exe 

Lacey, Jesse, & John Lacey, Bir enhead, Hailders, Pet Feb 4, 
Lpool, Feb 24at12. Bretherton & Co, Li 

Lavery, Denis, Runcorn, —— Gren met Jan 25, Nicholson. 
Runcorn, Feb 27at12. Day, Runcorn. 

Lovatt, Jas, Runcorn, Chester, Draper. Pet Jan 29. Nicholson. 
Runcorn, Feb 27 at 12. Wood, Rancorn. 

Martin, Richd, Darlington, Durham, Builder. Pet Feb 3. Bowes. 
Darlington, Feb 20 at 10. Dale, York. 

Matthews, Wm Stah, Lancaster, Clerk in Holy Orders. Pet Feb5. 
Dunn. Lancaster, Feb 26 at 12. Sharp & Son, Lancaster. 

Maunder, Hugh, Deveron , Cornwall, Farmer. Pet Feb 5. Chilcott, 
hinge al 24 at 11, Garlyon & Paull, Truro, 

Naish, Edwd, Maindee, Monmouth, Hotel Keeper. Pet Feb 4. bag 
Bristol, Feb 20 at i. Bradgate, Newport; Henderson & 


Bristol, 

Parker, Wm, Louise, Rochdale, Lancaster, Woolsorter, Pet Feb 4 
Jackson. Rochdale, Feb 24at10, Uarris, Kochdale. 

Pearce, Edwd, Dundry, Somerset, out of business. Pet Feb 4. 
Harley. Bristol, Peb iy at i2, Clifton. 

Rimmer, John, Everton, Lpool, ont of business. Pet Fob 4. Lpool, 
Feb i9 at 11, Barker, Lpool, 

Shackley, Edwd, Prisoner for $7 a9 Lancaster. Adj Jan 20, Postle- 
thwaite. Ulverston, Feb 22 at | 

Shell, Jas Fras, Clifton, Bristol, Ay no occupation, Pet Feb 4. Harley. 
Brigtol, Feb 19 at 12. Perrin, 

Shepherd, Mary, Manch, out of business, Pet Feb 4, Kay. Manel, 
Feb 23 at 9. Farrington, Manch. 

Bingleton, Esau, Blackpool, Lancaster, Bricksetter. Pet Feb 5, Lpool, 

tb 240612, Blackharst, Preston. 
inh, qoue Grantham, — Pacenee. Pet Feb 5. Grantham, Fed 
Malim, Grantham. 

Siaish, Se Lamiman, Birm, Gas Fitter. Pet Feb 5. Hill. Birm, 
Feb 24 at 12. East, Birm. 

Smith, soba, & soem & moet, ee cross, Dosa, Colliery Ovwne:s 
Pet Feb 8. Leeds, March 3at 12, Sugg, Shefii 

Smithers, * Jeffrey, Bagshot, nly * Victualler. Pet 
Feb 4. Gregory. O erteey, Feb 22 at 11, Geach, Guildford. 

Spivey, Baral i Bentley, omersal, York, Flannel Manufacturer. 
Pet Feb*. Leeds, Feb'22 at 11, Cacliss & Tempest, Leeds, 

Stock. Jacob, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Builder. Pet Feb 5. 
Wilde, Bristol, Feb 19 at ll. Henderson & —2* Bristol. 

Ta lor, Chas Jas, Grimesthorpe, nr Sheffield, Engine Smith. Pet Feb 

Wake. Sheffield, Feb 24 at 1. Dyson,. Sheffield. 

Waiker, John, York, Woollen Manufacturer, Pet Feb 1. ok eel 
22 at Li, Scholes & Brearey, Dewsbury ; Bond & Barw 

Warburton, Geo, Mauch, General Merchant. Pet Feb ‘ 
Manch, Feb 22 at 12, Storer, Manch, 








eb 5, 
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(\RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 


SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
—* ee on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 








yerests, or other adequate securities. 
Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 


- ProposaL For LoAN on Morteaces, 


by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of ee whether. for a term certain, or by 
annualor other payments) 

Security (state the eta of security, and, if land or build- 
ings, state the net annual income! 

State what Life Policy (if —* is a a to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connection with the security. 

By oe of the Board 
F. ALLAN curRTIs, Actuary and Secretary. 


APES AND LOCKS.—LOCKS AND SAFES.— 
Before purchasing a Safe or Lock, send for a Copy ef GEORGE 

*PRICE’S New Book List of Prices, 90 engravings, which may be had 
free, * applieation to him.—Cleveland } Safe and Lock Works, 








Be. —— G ee SOLICTTORS, by Double- 
ternative KAIN, F.S.S., of the 

drm of Kain, Spar Sparrow, —e— Wd. & Co., Law and Costs Drafte- 
Singe Column system } Tn one volume, 7s, 6d. 


Triple ', 3, ° 8th edition, 6s. 


To be obtained from the Publishers, WaTexLow & Sons, London-wall, 
through all booksellers. > , 





TREATISE ON COMPOSITIONS WITH CREDITORS, Price 3s. 6d. 


THERFIELD’S COMPOSITION DEEDS; 

with the new Bankruptcy Amendment Act, Genéral Orders 
and Forms complete, many useful Precedents, Selicitors’ Costs, &c. 

W. Amur, Law Publisher, Lincoln’s-inn-gate, W.C. 


ABLES OF SIMPLE INTEREST FOR EVERY 
DAY IN THE YEAR, at 5, 4}, 4, 35, 3, and 2 per cent. per 
annum, from £1 to £20,000, from one day to 365 da ys ke. Thi Thirtieth 
edition, 8vo, cloth, strongly bound, £1 Is. ; er in calf, rf ‘6s. 


‘ABLES OF SIMPLE INTEREST, at 5, 6;.7, 8, 9, 
and } percent. per annum, from one day to 100 days. Ninth 
Edition, 8vo, cloth, 7s. By JAMES LAURIE. 

“Mr. Laurie was well known as one of the most correct and indus- 
trious authorities in commercial calculations, and the practical value of 
his various tables has long been recognised.””—Times. 

London ; Virtus & Co., 26, Ivy-lane, Paternoster-row. 








: ty SOLICITORS.—Almanacks, Circuit Papers, 
and —— Papers, free for postage, of ‘ABsorr, Barron, & Co., 
t Contractors, 48, Cy po 1g Strand. 
inserted in the London, the Dublin, and the Edin- 
burgh Gazettes, and every known paper throughout the world. 


LBION SNELL’S 25s. OFFICE WATCH, 
equal in appearance, accuracy, and durability, te any Watch at 
dive times the cost. A written guarantee and twelve months’ trial 
ALBION iy Watchmaker and Jeweller, 114, Higk Holborn, 
W.C. Established 1848. Free and safe by post, Js. extra registered. 


NO SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES 
will find the best-made article lower than anyother house. List 
and sizes may be had gratis or sent post free. 
—— & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 














INE DRY PALE SHERRY, 30s. per doz., D. G. 
— shipping. * (Golden Sherry, Fernandez and 

0" is. Por reaming Champagne, 42s. Si 
wes a pints, 258. First quality Wines. x 
J eee aca Patria, 30s. El ~~ de Gales, 40s. —_ 100. 

mas, 15s. Concha Londres, 18s. Carriage pa’ 

vn stocked with first-class Wines upon the lowest — * charges 

for cash—25 doz., 27s.; 50, 25s, ; 100, 24s, Port, Sherry, or Champagne ; 

all Port or Sherry ; or assorted. 
ASHLEY & CO., 24, Garrick-street, Covent-garden. 


LACK'S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel, A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 





‘to Sterling Silver. Fiddle * sues sands ‘6. 

£8. d. £ada £3. 4. 
‘Table Forks,perdoz...... 110 Oandt iso 24 0 270 0 
Dessert ditto ....... .... 1 O Cand! 10 0 112 06 145 ¢@ 
‘Table 110 Oandii8s 0 240 #220 0 
Dessert ditto 1 0 Oandil0 0 112 0 4 4 0 
Tea Spoons 012 OandOls Oo 1 20 6 0 





Brery At Article for the Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea ssien for- 
@ on rece of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 


THE WEEKLY REPORTER DIGEST 
OF ALL THE CASES DECIDED IN THE 
SUPERIOR COURTS of EQUITY and COMMON LAW, 
BANKRUPTCY, PROBATE, DIVORCE, 
and MATRIMONIAL, 


AND 
ADMIRALTY and ECCLESIASTICAL COURTS; 
with 
APPEALS TO THE HOUSE OF LORDS AND PRIVY COUNCIL 
Also of Cases decided in the Superior Courts of Iveland ; 
From Michaclmas, 1867, to the Sittings after Trinity Term, 1968, 
By L. B. Cuangnce and A. Witsoy, Barristers-at-Law, 
Office of the ** Weekly Reporter,” 59, Carey-street, wc. 








NEW LEGAL TEXT-BOOK. 
Just ready, bound in * —— style, price 7s., corrected up to the 
1868 Session. 
)}VERY LAWYER'S OWN BOOK. A Handy 
Volume on the General Principles and Points of Practice of the 
Courts of Law and Equity. With many concise and useful modern 
Forms and Precedents. By A BARRISTER. Seventh edition, with 
noses and references. 
‘a* The sale of six large editions of this book under a — title 
its established and reputation as a work of reference, 
have induced the author to undertake the task of noting and verifying 
the authorities in support of e principle and point of practice od 
tains, with a view of rendering it useful in the hands of the Vy. 
London: Lockwoep & Co., 7, Stationers’-hall-court, E.C. 


THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 and 1867. 


VERY requisite under the above Acts supplied on 

the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 

for immediate use. MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 

rane Ba rintedin the proper form for registration and distribution. 

MARE UE ERTIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS 
designed and executed. 


No charge for sketches. 
Companies Fee Stamps. 


ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Ageuts, = -» 49, Fleet- 
street, — E.C. (corner of Serjeauts’-in 








RITUALISM—TOO LATE AND TOO SoON—TOO patie AND 
TOO MUCH--TOO NARROW AND TOO WID 


LECTURE on the above subject will be dlivered 

(p.v.) by the Rev. J. Rrcnarpsoy, M.A,, of Bury St, Edmunds, 

on TUESDAY NEXT, February 16th, at ST. JAMES’S HALL, London. 

The So be taken at 2.30 p.m. by Captain the Hon, Francis 
Mavp, R. 

The other Lectures of the Course will be delivered on TUESDAY 
AFTERNOONS, ge reed 23, March 2, 9, 16, by the Revs. W. F. 
Tarioa, LL.D. ; E. GaRbert, MLA. ; Avsasy ¢. Prics, B.A.g J. C. 
Rrxs, B.A. 

ANNUAL MEETING. 

The ANNUAL MEETING of the CHURCH ASSOCIATION; will 
(p.v.) be held in ST. JAMES’S HALL, on WEDNESDAY, the 24th 
February, at 2.30 p.m., when the Chair will be taken by J, c. Carer- 
noun, Esq. 

Tickets may be ‘obtained on application to the Secretaries, at the 
Office, 14, Buckingham- street, Strand; also of Messrs. Hatchards, 187, 
Piccadilly; W. Hunt, 23, Holles-street, ————— Nisbet , 21, 
Berners-street, Oxford-street ; and Seely, *— Fieet-strest. 


OAL MINES. —The Advertiser, who possesses ossesses the 
Freehold of a vory exteasive Coal Field in Germany, to which 
immediate access can be obtained by railway commu tien, NOW ex- 
tending to all tho principal ports and manufacturing towns on the Con- 
tinent, is desirous of meeting with a Gentleman of business habits and 
* tal who would join him in working the Mines in question. There is 
rge and increasing demand for coai in the immediate vicinity, and 
2 very extensive and remunerative trade y be done upen a small 
outlay of capital. For further particulars apply by letter te G. H., care of 
Messrs. Charles Barker & Song, 8, Birehin-.ane, B,O,; bat it is requested 
that only Prinofpals will reply. 
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LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE socien, 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON, EC. 





THE RIGHT HON, THE LORD CHANCELLOR. 

THE RIGHT HON. SIR W. BOVILL, Lord Chief Justice, C.P. 
THE RIGHT HON. SIR EDWARD VAUGHAN WILLIAMS. 
THE RIGHT HON. SIR WILLIAM PAGE WOOD, Lord Justice. 


THE-HON. SIR GEORGE ROSE. 

THOMAS WEBB GREENE, Esq., QC, 

JOHN OSBORNE, Esq.. QC. "I 
EDWARD SMITH BIGG, Esq. 
ROBERT BAYLY FOLLETT, Esq., Taxing Master in Ohangery,. 





FINANCIAL POSITION ON ist JANUARY, 1868. 


Existing Assurances .......... £3,924,000 
Reversionary Bonus thereon ... 539,000 


Invested Funds .............. £1,520,000 
Share Capital, fully subscribed 1,000,000 
Claims and Bonus paid........ 1,550,000 





WHOLE-WORLD Policies granted for a single extra payment of 10s. per £100, where no Special Liabil ty to Foreign 
Residence then exists. Policies on Lives of full age when Assured, confer, after Five years’ existence, without incurring exter 
eharge for Foreign Licence, the right of UNRESTRICTED RESIDENCE in any part of the World. Ordinary Policies allow, krom the- 
date of issue, residence in any part distant more than 33 degrees from the Equator. 


NINE-TENTHS of the total Profits divisible every Five years amongst the Assured. A valuable provision for JJ 
beoming Claims between two divisions. Very moderate Non-Bonus Premiums. 


The GENERAL CONDITIONS of Assurance printed thereon are specially framed to secure to Policies of the —— ii 


once issued, absolute freedom from all liability to future question. 


LOANS are granted on Life Interests and Reversions. 


E. A. NEWTON, Actuary ard Manager, 








—“ 





PEAE AGRA BANK (LIMITED. 
Established in 1833.—-Capital, £1,000,000, 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 
BANKERS. 
Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Oo., and BANK OF ENGLAND. 
Baancues in Edinburgh, # 5 
rg’ <= 22 — Kurrachee, Agra 


Conrent Accounts are kept at the Head eal on the terms cus- 


tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below ae. 


Deposits received for fixed on the following terms, viz.:— 
ue per cent. per annam, subject to 12 months’ an of withdrawal. 
ditto ditto 6 tto ditto. 
a ; ditto ditto 3 aise ditto. 


Excerrionat Ratxs for longer periods than twelve months, particulars 
of Which may be obtained on — * 


Brits issued at the cnrrent exchange of the day on any of the Branches 


of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 
pod (4 PP P 


Satzs axv Puscnasts effected in British and foreign securities, in 
Vast India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken, 


Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 


Every other description of banki business and money agene 
British and Indian, transacted. * ime it 
J. THOMSON, Chairman, 


ILLS of COMPLAINT, ANSWERS, APPEALS, 


MINUTES, and all Law Printin, executed with romptitu 
and at moderate charges by * — ae 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law Pruvrens, 
— Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, London. 


ytes AND ALEXANDER, 


PRINTEKS, 
7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, B.C, 


Parliamentary Vills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of A wociation, Legal Yorms, Notices, ke. 

Prospectuses of Public —— Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheyuens, Insurance ‘Lables, Policies Proposal Forms. 


Ca‘alogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing, hae Nea 











OHN DAY, Deceased.—Pursuant. to the Act of 
Parliament, 22nd & 58 Victoria, ap ae) —— Ast 
Se amend the Law of 4 


Property, an 
ven oto po creditors and other cr persons 
demi ead No. 38, Bed ‘ohn Day, ed 
iL, o. 28, 


Porcy-tr Mi * gentleman, deceased Tt he dade 
— 53 = — ose will was —— — 
of October, of the 


City of — 53 —— — George th ] 
dileton-square, 
the executors named t 
ticulars of their claims to me, the undersi 
executors, on or before the 22nd fay of 
the said executors will proceed to i 
deceased puenens Go yeaties entitled t eres 
the claims and of which they shail 
and the said executors will not be liable for 
thereof, so distributed to any person, of whose 
then have had notice. 

Dated this 9th da ay of February, 1869, 

—— J. GRATTON, 
9, Gray’s-inn-square, 
SoLscrton TO THE Execeroas, 


LACK’S FENDER AND -FIRE-IRON WARE- 
8 HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quallty:~ 

‘on Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 4s. 6d., with antares 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s, 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 28, 64. to 
Dish Covers, with handlesto.take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. B x4 dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 78, 6d. Tea-trays 
Is, 64, setof three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 200. the set. — 
whee, knob, 58, 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 20.64. A set of Kitchen Ute 
lils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been cele reg wag 
avery Sable nives, }48., 160. and 18s. per dozen, 

— “ 9d, and i2s.; Black Horn ditto, 88, pe 108, All wate 

ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed er ya 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350d: 
prices of Klectro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Farnishing —* 
gery, &c. May be had gratis or free, Every urticle marked is - 
figures at the same tow prices for which their establishment bas 
—— for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered eartlage tre 
per r 

RICHARD & JOHN —** $46, STRAND, LONDOY, 











XIRST CLASS OFFICES to bo LET, in Chancery- 


lane, suitable for a Solicitor, Private Firm, or Public Company, 
—~Apply to Mr. AxouLt, 49, Flect-stredt, B, 0, 
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